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M 27 2005 

3ifdM did mRuiim 

altr 811 ijH % a r ii raT fndffaH Pdmn d*! j ^ arramf 
^ mdddisft’ISTTBI — mRuih I 

U 14/29/2003/^tisftT^.—^ 1995 ^ #JTT^ 

1975 cfSTT v3>H4ft (^TlfeT ^3Tt ^ 3Tf^rW=T, ^ 

W\ ^licbcH ^ cRJ^ 3ik STf% PliJHIclc^l, 1995, ^ 

eJTH ^ * 

Cj>. 

2. ^ m'3i ^ ^ 3TW^ ^ t :- 

i) 1^rf^ ;nf^r^ (f^ i^dciMJ^xiid ^ w t) 4it 

f^fWT f^O ^ ^ f^Rad 3TTcr^ f3TT 2TT f^TfR . il^Rl4] 3ft^ 
(f^ i^ddM^dld ^ ^ ^ t) ^ ^ 3T2M ^ ^ 
Ril^RfcT RHmd ^ (f^ l^dd^^dld W ^ W t) ^ 

^ 3Tr^ eFTRT W 8TTI 

ii) iJiRjchIcb-dl sfRT 3TT^ ^ ^ ^ chf^M4 ^f^TMT WS: 

^ fvjr% ^ 3TTct^^ £[RT <5]cf7 ^ f^dl 4dl 2JT I 


1918 GI/2005 


(1) 
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^ ^ 5(5) ^ 3f^ ^ 

‘*’•^^'4 ^ ^ ^ 3Tr^ ^ 3nf^ ^ ^ ’TFRT 4 

^ ^ ^r<?i>H)’ ^ ^^|xRT I 

iv) 3nf^ra?T^ ^ 28 2004 ^ ^ ^ ^ ITT^ 

^ '^IvjiH^, ^RlTErROT ^ 3fc(7|Ricl f^jTlT “W STT f^RT^ gRT ^ % 
f^TRPT ^ ^ 3TTTn?Tt % TRte ^5Tm ^ 4t 

^ ^fl^ldly W 3Tf^rf^RPT ^ ^ 

6809.11 ^ ^tcPtcT ?nf^ t I 

v) 3nf^icbi'5) ^ wr '^i4vjiPic} 7 ^grp^ ^ 3[1% ^ f^raicf^t 

^ 3#T fciRad ^ 3Rr^r Ic|-C|K 3R^d ^ 31W? f^t ! 

vi) jrrf^cblyl ^ vicKi 6 ^ ^ f^rqFH (s) ^ 3T’^^K Tfr^ if ^ 

^ Pl*df^R3d W t^'4ldct>l X^ ^Tciml ^ 3TT4^ ^ MRi '^:- 

1. f^'54IH 

1 %2rFT 

fg>ra5^-10800 

8TI^^ 

2. ant f^TRRT 4^ffKreT 

I^TRFT Miffed ^fcR 
539/2 f% 3TT^eqT 

4cr7|cf> -10400 

3. ^^^\i\\ Tc^RtR M. tM 

vf 1, 5Tt. ^. ^if^ld 

cf^f^d (f^) wfr 

4>chHed d-^K 
- 61151, 





[umi-TOil 




4. ' ^ ^ 


wrcif-10160, 

5. ^ 

%^3FP3T - 

6. ^ ifl^ TcIT^ tfr4 

■jjF ’EfNft Tfer, 

W 139 
^3r^ 17790 


7. Tj;pRft€t 4f0 f^O 

1 f^ram #^fe 
if4>!4>, 10900 

«llt^ 


8. 

1,1%qH #^te %5. 

10800 


vii) ^ ^ #n ^ M {#(1^#)^^ 3^ 
(-siviiMisfis^u^^^) ^ 3(^xi*i 19>59T ^nrr «n w a ti44 *Tfcr 4> shruoT 
^ ^3tr5W 4vmf I 

viii) 1^ 6(^ # ^ 1^ <r ^314 M ^ ^ ^ ^ 

95^ ^ wi^ # 1^ w «n sfrif mtx # g»r^r ^ 
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trit ^ ^ f^rafcr^/sTRrra^ ^ wi 

WT ^ ^ WF? t I ^ Rgjfd»1 ^ ^ in? 

^ 3ik 3mT^ ^ ^ ^ irf 2ft I 

ix) f^RHT 6 ( 4 ) ^ ^ PlHf^Rgd 3TPTIcT^/5RftW3ft 

^ 3micr^ ^r3ft 2 ft: 

1 / 101 -^, ^P^qtik)xn, cfftf^ 
irf 1^:^-110015 

^vift f^o, 

lo^cT^ 

17, 

^Tf^, ^-400001 

31T^ ^>!HlRl'?ci>;H 
%?T nic^ ^0 4, 

#^-600012 

ftmjf fclchKi ^0 
^0 99, WqcTcpfT, 

31R.41. cFT^ 

^ cT^ ifiy-cHMJ,'^ 

?ira1>!-560004. 

1%^ if!^ jft^cKixtH f^o, 

303, W ^T^, 
f%£ft WcH'l'ft 
Rlcb^>!N|c|-500003. 




#=#^105 


^m{ m 
1020, ^^qcfm 
^.W-fFFT; 
^i>r«F^-64ioo2: 


3-5, 1W1;WT1?^, 
^<xi4iq-600034 



vjfWT - 

6-3-350; 5OT 

t5FJlll^-^500034 


?fff^ W q ^ wf^cKf - 
«%T W^, 




t»Icjt^60220 
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151/1, 

V 

4Jld1'>J-560076 

(sTit) ^no f^o, 

23/5, 

1^1^-560008. 

x) inf^TcFT^ ^ flcT^ cfjt 28 2005 ^ ^ 'tii 4 vjiPi<t> 

'^»fcir| fcTcIR ^ ^ 3T^ ^ ^Tcp^R I 

^ ^STcfjT^ ^ 'C^^ Tttt gpT^r ^ 

feffecT ^ 3T3%g W 2JT I ^ 

oqcRT fcTm^ c[5t 3?1^ ^ 

^ cf5tt ^ I 

xi) Wf^lcF^ ^ f^RFT 6(7) ^ STJ^TR vfpcr ^ fcrPl^ 

^ 3Fftq#JT 3m cTT^ ^?>T^ ^ 

^ 7# I 

xii) ^3im sTTTwr ^ ^ weitct flci^ ^, TTr^virf^ 

^<^r| ^ ^ 3ik 3Tcf?^ fcicRUT ^ ^^3 tT 7 ^ 7rar<? w ^ v^rrcr 

mRuIIhI ^ fcTcTR f^ W t I 

xiii) Rpt^tT ^ Rrft 16 ^ stjttr ^ R^iRa 

srRrar^ ^sTfr/angR ^ w f%TO ^ 

^ £[RT 7 ^, 2005 ^ W3 TRIT 2TT 3ft7 ^ W 

^ ift Rr^ ^ fetter te7fte w l 

xiv) ct^ Rr^grat #7 stiTi 3^7^ ^ 

3TmR W 'JTTTcT ^ Tte gTg ^ f^cFT v5<^l<H c1T>TcT cfSIT Tte 




1 


[HPTl—1STOI] , 

3fl^ ^ ?IT% f^50Pt5T% # ^ ^ 

^ (#OT 

xv) **♦ w w igmr tfm%T mm 

w^ M w ^ %Tr # ^ 

^ ^ #cT^ t I V ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

xvi) ^ ^ # 1 viFra%, 2003-31 2003 c!^ ^*31^ flT^ t I 

^ f^l'et^ ^ ^ ^ 2000-01, 2001-02 3fk 200^-03 3^k 

^ tf5t amf^ ?it(^IcI t I 

xyii) 5n^f^ Mfci«i oqnw HR'eiicn ^ Pb<*<pl; # 3Trt 3nt, 

, ^. qtfttpiq)^!, gfty 3jRy RxljR 

afty gPCT»^ 

•'fvv> . ■ . ', ■•' ' ■ ’■ ■ ‘ . ■ ' ■ . 

p|^jfd4>: * 

^0 ^.€t. 

% %qw f^paw f5^ ^0 ^0 3fk 4o w ^ ^ f^O 

. :■' '.r%:' - ^ :■'■ '/ -V^ ' 

'* ^ ■ ■ ■ ^ ■ ■ 

«pmra>: 

. ' ■ ■■■*,■■.■ ■ ■ ■ ' ■' :. V . ' ■■■ ■ .-■ ' ■ ■ ■ 

Ao Tc^R^ ^0 fcCO, ^ . 

^0 fail'd4>M’n, «i«icftx 

4. fIcTO ^nfM sm oqi5d ;»iy ^ A 

^ ^ ^ t 11^ m TKmA # iT^ ^ 

mu t afty ^ ^ 31? M4>dd R4'{y| ^ viraR # ^ t, ^ 
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W ^ ^ #fTT ^ toR t ^ 

^ ^ f 3ik ^ ^ ^ TfR^ W irmcT 

f I HcTO^tIW gRT ^3^ TRT ^ ^ ^ ^ •»T^ t 3ik^ 

^5^ “jft viRld W t, ^ ^ftTRT ^yiil|i+»l ^ tR fcfx[R 

W t I 

5. '4lC»1 3itT CrRt ^cHI|c|| 3F^ ^ [^dc|c£( gRT v50H^ 'TRJ 

(i) ^ 

f^rafcRi? 4o f^RTTfT (^TRi^) ^0 f^o (w ^ 3nf w 

^ ) 3ik 3TFncr^ 4o fcTcf^RT c|tir=f^ ^ ^ ip^ f % 

vieiln ^ 3TRrf^ Jim*n'Mdl ^ ^^T?RT IcRiT t I 3TRM 

^\^<f>\ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t 3TSM W ?2IPT 

^ "nf t t% cpin ^^JxRT ■x[Hl4vjlRcb ^ ^ dMd^ t ST^TcTT ^ | 

5nf^r^^ ^ ^ d<T>l ^ ^i-ci ^ # I E[^ ^ 3n^cn 3FTTir%[ 

3Rr '3Mc1^ ^RHT f f^pf^r ^ ^ ^ 

4'S)4Rm 3ik ii[M irngr 

3TT^ 4t 3n^ TRf ^TPJTd 3TtcFp%, ^ ^ ^ 30^ T^ STRITcf 3TTcf>;g, 
f^TRFT f^o (3TT^ ^ 1^) ^ cnt^ ^ ^ 
t I 3TT^ ^ ?PM, ^d^lcIH, 3TR^ f^, l^Rf^m? ^ 

» ^fdH 'dilch, f4f41 ^ elMId, RTTT/giPi, elHI^ ^ ^T^JFTR 3fk 

^ ^ ^ 'i;l^4l6|cg ^-JERT ^llftcl t I cIKdRcb -dHiiVl irfcRRT 

3ik wm 1%# Ti (%) 3TT^ ^ 1^ TRfT t I ^ TT? 

^ ^ fcpTIT Pl^Idcf7/3[|<4idcf> ^ 3Trf ^ ^ ^ cn f^ch 
WUi 8jt I^RTc^ 3TT£JR W P l ^ldch /3 T T' 4ldch ^ f^f^FT 
^fTFT^ W IcR^ f I ^ f -q^ ^SltR ^ 3Ppft 

cnf^ Rmi 4 3^ 3TFfrcr%i 3 tt4^ ^ r^zr ^ ^ ^ 

cpfrf f I t^ratd^ xRr^3TTt^pe4t ^rt ^o 
^ '3eilH c^ 3RtRftZ[ 'i^xidi viHel^ ^ cfT^T^ c^ if 

^ cT^ ^ ^ ^ xmrr w m I 
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[<Fii--gqgn ^ 

^ ^ t Piilld^l. it # #[Ief 

Miw ^ (it^iti^) 3jt? m ^ ^ 311^ w it. SRT 

5Rp ^ 3tt7 % Wl\Mit4 

w^ t I Hi(^4!rr^l v% ^ i>r ^ "irEpter ^ ?iraT 

^ 1^ 3F55r^^l^ ^ 1^ fcPEH t I v 4**R> ^0 w ^ 

^/4o ^ ^ snt w it % ^ y<^yd t ^i^pn 

^ ^ ^ "mn t ^ differ ^r ifmitq 13jk 

^ t^rc?R w Mm 

TT%m I ^ ?m> 3fk ^ t v3#i Mil?»<*>iRit 

^ 3TT^r 1^-f^ ^ f I w^^n'i^^it # ^ ^ it # w^ 

im ^gpRQpn ' 4>pfei ^ wm fi#t, fi^iM 

^ MTT^ 3ll^ itMf, ^3cwr Tif^ ^ ^ ^ ^;mt ^ 

^ i ^nf^TeT 11 ^ l^it ajk 

>h>< i 41<hh 1 % ^q;g^ i^ * f i q it^ M ^ w mt t ^ 

^ 1^ t li> w^|MT ^ fi Mit ' ^ ^ \ ^mit 

^ ^Tfi^ it ^ETOw t I Mrf^ij^iit %T 1iw t Mem? 

^ 3mit ftmM 5R^ ^ 1|<m^ 

^[5^ 11 

^ ^ it vjT it it ^ sn sft^ ^Mt ^ 

Mlf^lchl^ IM ^ ^ OTT ^ 1^ f I M # it 4 

^iMt, m^, 4iN<afmr <bMt<Hi1 # snf^ fig5t, 

ficiM ^ jmr# ajk itfW, ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^mflm ^ ^ ■q^MT t i wrm^ ^ di'Wto 
1 ig»t 3ft? wilwit ^ ^«i1tm q^mi ^ #pfti ^ mn ^ 
m\ t ^ mf^mjiit srt ^ItM'it^ w-mt, t i 5 >t t 

1^ ^ 3fqit 5R|cT m>?% ^ 3F3 i H^m^ 4w*wrif 

^ 3Fit?it^ wm^ ^ 5 ^ t 1 <f^ mMt % ^ ^ 

3m% wm? ^ ^ ^ ?tt«t ^ ?i5^ 

fimr 11 

M4>ed ^ >3^ ^litn ^ w 1^ W t.% mter^ 
f^d^ui ^ ^ Piiiid<i5l TT? "i^^^mitit ^ ?«w ^t Rdw ^ ?m?^ f 1 


191BGI/0S-2 
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cicp w ^ ^ ^ ^ 

t, ^ 11 ^ ^ 3 ^ 3rp^ ^r ^ 

vjM4l^ l ^ W t 3TcT: inf^r^ ^ McT^ OT 3?^ ^qxRT ^T 
^ ^ ^ wtR t #^Tm cT^ ^ ^ ^r 
^ ^?T^kTT t I 

(ii) 5l>pi«6 Tiira 

3fk ^ ^ f^ t ’• •m 

5bf^|ct> Wcf 8jt ^ ^ v3Tm 3TTf^ra5T^ StRf 2.9 2^-03 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^rt I Ti^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Tf? cF# ^q f 4sf 

t ^ ^ ^ ^ T[^ afr ^ ^ 

3TFT 3TT^ 8IT I 171^1^ -i 

^ ^ 3ft^ thtf 1% t cTcfTTFT ^ ^ 8jt I 

(iii) SIR! 5.2, 5.3, 6.1.3 3(k 6.5 <f>[ ^JecPER: 

^ ^ 3TTt \RT 4t 3ftY fcm>RT ^ ^ t 1^ 'Ca«Ti f 
5.2, 5.3, 6.1.3 3ik 6.5 ^^cFTEPT f | ^enfcT, W 

^ !^ t f^ ^ ^ ^ ^ xdM^cW EfNT^Tt ^ ^wtJ'T T^ 

t I inf^r^ ^ cF^ t ^ f^deic^ ^ ^ ^TNr^Jt 

viecidH ^ ifT^ ^ fcTWJT f I cTSTTf^t ITltoT^ ^ S[R«T 

^ ^ ^ ^ vdM'^cf^r 3jk clK^l^cFdl ^ ^ ^ t i ^ 

W R^fdchl' 3ik ^ ^ xH^JcFK'i % £TRT 6.1.3 ^ 3T^^ 

fcTf^ 3TT^ ^ ^ sfh?T ^3^^ ^RRH t I ^ Tfl^^TTdT ^ 
'fNt^ W 3TcFT f^dK f^dl ddT ^ I 3Td: ^flf^chl'^ ^ Bd«(<£{ 
IIRT 3Td?d i\ ^ f I 

(iv) ^TFIF^ ^Je^J c^ (^>()^irHc|> ^T^: 

XRT ^ 3TTt ^ 3fk fclcFRT ^ ^ t 

% 3TT^ ^ 'dPTRI ^ ^ dT^ ^ f^dTFHd^ dT^ %Ty f I ^ dc[7 ^ 






aif^RT^ ^ ft?’?? w # 11^ «nt^ 

^ WTRT ’fc^ ^ ^ ^ ^ <^*»cli ^ ^ ^ 

mmi t 1 ^B*t5R?r iRT? ^ 01 % mm t w§^ ^ 

^ ^ 4^ MR44^ #iRr ^ m aif^ t, \ % 

^ ^ 'srN ^ ^ ^ITO # ^ aii4'4lM<Hi, % *ii^'i 

3f^?R ^ '*H^ 'HRP^I 

1 J 52 I ^ ^ 5Rf Wtiic^<l> ^ ^ 1^ ^ 

t'l 

fi. (^xi i^ rf k ^g^n^v wiR ^ gft^ 

6. ' fi'«IKIlft*l «c4i4: 

R^t ^ f# T ^ iR>R srrajR m ^ t K 

fyP?R ^cTRS? ^TRRR: aift? aiT^FI^ ^ ^^RT aft^ 

viTRi t f^RR^t 6-1$ Mt.. 600-1250 tMt. 

^ cfRlt 1800-32(W M. M t I 

^dpqcT: ^ 'fl'j'^l ^1^ I^hi'jR all;? n«*>cf1 W ^ 

V mm 11 mmm: ^ arfcrf^ m ajPi^$ brr ti 

^RR t%P a9l^l^^ ^ ^-#^ 680^,11 ^ ^ti4d 

t I WIR m a?RR #R1^ ail^|p|$w ^ 

^*^^^<?^ ' 'J»T#t 6809 1900, 6809 9000 afk 6811 9000 ^ aicf^ 
f^pisFr 'sniiT ^ % I cisfif^ q*1I«p#i tii<pl^q> alk ^ 
^ $#»!R vir$ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^3P? ^ # 1% 

^ 3 RR m "mm irjr ftr^R 1 

7. ^$R $$3 

^ m 11^ ^ SRT Wife $pf ^ 

>3RR ^ ^ #t atcR Rff t l |[^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ 


t 
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^ t I ^ W t vicMKch 4o f^O 

(3TTt ^RT ^cMIRcI 3f!T cfTM 1^TRR kMl'tcy 

^3^ ^fTtoarr/f^TcRcf^ ^ wmr ^ ^ ^jrmr t ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ 3TRM ^ ^ t I 3TPTTte 3ik ^ W 
vdcNlRd f^rPT ^ ^ vicHiq ^fRPT f | ;nf^rg>T^ "El^ rfk 

W v3c<IlRd t^TRDT ^ cfTt SIMlfdd WTK ^ ^if^lf^cfj ^ 

^r ^TFiT I ■^r Tjtf^ 31^ ^RHMf^ch f^^\tjdi3#, wti 3jk 
tcRRUT 3f|R f^Tfopf cpfffcfj^ f^!^'lt|dl3if ^ Ti ^cr%T 

t I 3T^: 3TT£Rf^ ^31[W ^gRT f^RRd WTK ^ ^ ^ 

3TRIRT ^ ^ ^ cR^ ^ ttpt^ f | 

8. viCiVl 

40 f^TRRT f^O, fvR# (-^Rijiuil) ^ f^>*nc|cci>! 

(crf^TeHT^ Ti f ^ ^ T^cf>*fld Ki^K<b t I 

^ '>TRn ^ ^ WTTgq ^ ^ 5ffcRTcT f 

3fk ^ f^RRti c^ 3T2Tf ^ ^TFrr wr t i 

wr 3TR' ^ 3TTfe[ cfff 3T^rf|lcr qV-Hdl 

2ft I 

WTRj f^raftr c^t»m 3(k eft tT ^ ^ 

9. ^^5STTcT qft 3ft% ^ c^ c^dNI'dl, fft^ldchl, 3TPnq^ 

3fk ^R^ ^3^ ^ ^Rft Tj^ 2ft I Hcf5^ fcm^ ^ ^ 

^^cTcftt^-rrarff^^ Mqqft ft Iftgft ^ftfteft ^grRT 

^ ^ fftv[cnf 13fk ft qiRicci ^ Tj^ qRft ft fftw ^ f I 
^ Rm ft 3ftt%q7 ^ ft ^nftftft HRIT ^ wqr t 3jk 3TTfft^>Tft 

3RTMtJft tih f I T^rfftqqft TTPift f fftj fft'qidch gRT ^ 

ftftTT cTg? 3R^ cfft Tjf uTBT cT^ ^^Tcf>T fft^T fftjftt chf^d l j ^ 

RRT ft vdMftlH fftRTT RT ^ rfraqft gRT MlddM gRR ^ 

STJgq II ^ ftq 3 ^ SI^'dK 5RfRr IftRiT W ^^IgRTT t I 



[^1—^p^l] 


MR?r,TT 
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0RT ^ ^ SPjfe ^’TT ^ 

w^m % \ 

10. ^ 1^ mwR i ^ ^<il'i«wi ^ 

urixT ^ ^ ^0 ^ i^rRe? 

% MHi;c|^ ^ ^3tR 5R^ t I >3^#t t|^ t%#, 

^ f^Rrtcff, dcMKd cIFTcf 3ni^ ^ ^ t I 

cRUPt ^ ^ ^ ^ RcRf #, >5tR?FT^t Pl<lld<^ ^ ^ 

t I ^Tsnf^r l^raiw ^ jrif^i^ ^ w ^ ^ ^ 

^ f f^RJlW ^ ^ ^ % 'd6^)^l # I 

M?ra> % ^ M 'Ei^ ^{^4 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ I ^ '^^dR ^RTR Rf!&)dT ^ ^ Rff it sft I 

intot ^ ^ ^ m ^ ^?R rK IvRT^f 3Rr ’ft 
8ft I MRR^flrat ^ 5ff^ra>rft Ri«p4 ^ r# M^d vqiij 
% lIvjfR ^ f^5cJ^ ^ ^ # WTRT 

^ ^ I Rrafdd? % Wira# ^ 3;OT-3iWT hRRi'^’ # wir^ 

WHcT <rfk ?mft ^t ^ ^ I Hitoi'S ^ WHM ^ 

P i eiR pr ^ fin? Ptdfd^ Wf ^Rp drt cicp'tidd ■R!W ^ 
Rn^d^d W ?R> ^f^ thRT t I % McR> 

^ dRd>flld ’dwr^ ’IM ^ f^yRPTRf ^id^R^ clPM. H#. ^TPTHl 
iRiRiRj^ csrstt #? erPTOdm w 11' *** 

11; #0 M ^#fraT ^ ^ 

' , "" ■ ■'■ ■"■ . ’ ■ ’ ^ '■■■'■'■ '. ' •■■' 

ssrra 3mm m w >'’^* g’Wf^ f^ 

Tcn?^ M dJT «n I ^ 

^ Urn 1^ d»i sihF rn^FT t ’11%, pram 

mm, ^tp# ^ 3R2I -mm smi#^ ^ wm % ^mRfrnm 
^Rim wf ^PTPftvRf ^ TR^ <»>K«lHl w ^ w Rracf 
Rr^ ^^ ♦** sm.^. 




THE GAZETFE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ [Part 1—Sec. H 

12 . ^ 

apei f%^itcrcf5 ^ ^ sjT 13iTf^r^ ^ 4o 

^ ^r^wTT ^ fcpciR t 3ik w^jr! ^ wcn?r . 

^ 3F?r f^cf^F)1 ^ vJHlHM ^ t I 

x > HHM ^5^ *** 3R.^. cnWt^ Tpn t I 3R7 

Mctic^ ^ ^r^rwn ^ 

9\i\\^ cf^tTRT 3TRf^ TR f^T[R f^fRTT W t 3fk cf^t^RT 

*** Tff^ cnt^ter ^ ^ t l 

13. % {hmn ('HKrf^) ^o f^o 3(k ^o 

cIJO f^O (xr?#t€t), 5mt#5 c^ WTRI 

^ 3Tf^tHT ^ f^RFT f^TRR ('HKl^'^) ^0 

fcTO ;^0 ^0 f^O STT^cffe ^ 

^3tR 2TT I XRTGffaTTtlRT^t cf^ ^ i:rcfj vJcHicJch t | 

3R!I 40 *i|cf5[^J| ^0 f^O 

^ ^STRfr t 3jk f^RrfcT URT ^ ^^TTcft tl 

T^recRT^ ^r TpfRftsn^TRT^t ^ 4l>c|K XT^ #317 277 1^R#r 37f^ 

TR ■^Tf^tcFRT ^ ^ ^ I ^ ^ vSMd^ W 

^ sJt I ^ ^ Trrf^TcfTT^ ^ ^ t ^ 

# ariftr^ f^'^r7 t I crt^ ^ *** ^ ^ 

f^%#f f v3Rr% ^3^ ^ ^ ^ 777?^ ^ cfft ttI -g^ ^ 

^ ^ 4 ^ sff I ^3^ >[lUciR -q^ ^TvjfR ^ 

^ ^ ^ I MRR^I^ql # 377f^r^ ^ ^ ^ 

TTfcT Tfl^ T7^ ^7^ ^r 1%cr=ff ^ % WTR ^ 

'HHM fFT ^r 8ff I f^r#RT^ ^ Mi^'dRcft ^ 3T^-3TeF7 # 

cTFTq 3#? R7#r c^ ^ ^ sft I 3Trf^Rf>T^ ^ '^HM 

^ ^ Rrata ^ 1^ Rmtd^ 37^ ^TJSPTI ^ d45>HJ|d TSq 

# fcRcR7#|T7 ^ cRR TraRr cfR^r #t ^3f#cT ^11^7 t I 377^7^ ^ Pl^ldch 

^ MRctjf^d W^F^ ^ ^ Rmtw# vicMIdd cTRcT, f^, 'HHM 
MJ^II'HRcTj olTTfr 3fR R7Tf7RcT7 ^7^ t I VIcbed Rd'^ui ^ 

# ^0 RRTFT t^rRTTT (xR 7^37|4^'H41 ) sfR % WTfen ^ 



^TOi] 
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w 15rtf^r^ % 

^ tlj fafR ^ «Jt I 'HiHR ^ <W^Rl<*> ^W| ^ McR[> 

^ ^ 5RF2^ ^ Njrf^ ^ sft I SR 

^ m wTRJi *♦♦ t I 

14. ^0 *n^cfe ^ 

' :■ . ■ / . ■ . 

' ^0 >;{^# ^ 4' vjrra ^ ’iRcT stT snr^ I^rM ^ ^ ^ 
^ sft J sMr ^ /RRcT 

f^Rrt?r s^ I 3 ^ ^ ^ 

^ ezfhr 1^ # fvRi^r 3Rr§#zi »it%, ciR^ci, 

MT^. f^^ T# #7 31^ WT MT^ ^ ^ f 

cjJilIk* ip? # I ^ »H^|4T'3I^ ^ ?R ctJKtftjHI SR 'W? ^ Pl«l<H 

*** mm./^ s5t>T^ 1 1 : 

15. 8h 4^« ^ 3iRI Pl<ll^<b ?- 

8TTt#v5 ^ 3r^ P^^ < !14> 1 ^ B?R ^ RielT SP I Mll^l4>l<t ^ 

Pl^td ' 4>1, ^0 3fR ^0 ^ ^ 

t ^ ^ ^ ^ Plil1d<?5l i 

^ 1%^ t I ^mF^ f^ ♦** ajT?.^.M ^ 

TTOT t I ^0 SM ^ ^ 3F!I 

Wcra^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t I 

1 ^ ♦♦* 5rf^ ^ 4. l^mf% 11 

16. ’nf^ 

5nf^R5T^ % tirsjRi^ Plwra# ^ aii^ 1 ir w>3(^to 'hhm 
T je^, Rr^ikr 45tHd sfR wr=T ♦iilvn Pidk'*( ^nflRr SR^ ^rr^ 
f^Tificft ^ 3PT^ s5t ^?Fm ^ ^ tHcR t I PT^ W 
fWR[ i^4H r 4 # c^ «r5^-1 ^ ^ 6 # vil^Rad RicS'rd ^ 

^r ^ wr wn^ ^ s>t ^ 3imR ^ 
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w t I w czrrqR ^ i ir ^ ir ^ 

M t I kHK-cy ^ Cf^ ^5cr%T ^jR^IHT IR ^ 

^ ^ ct^R^Hi ^ iR ^ ^ Trf 

t I wr^ WTRir ^>5^ 3 fk f^rat^ ^ shetr "qR, 

inf^cfjT^ ^ f^f^R^d ITT^ Hlf^d(%) RrErf% f- 


RfY rY Yt. 

^Y-^f^IRI 


__fA r\ 

- 3RI 

rx r 

mdl 

RlRc^ 


It 

HRMib 

Rqqr^ ^ 

*** 

*** 

**5f« 

HesHHe 

PlR^d <lYHd 

*5f«* 


*** 

HcsH* 

RRFI RTf^d 

*** 

\ ■ 

*** 

Jlesi!* 

Wd dTfYd% 

45.01 

61.87 

34.04 

106.56 


Rrert^T ci^ ^ aif^ 


17. ciTT 11 

" «Tf^ ERT Rr#?R“ 

(1) ^ ^ STRTiTr ^ ITR^ Rlf^td rffcET^ Tl^ RTW^t “ift 

cfT^rr 1% ttr^ ir ^ cr^ ^ gtftrt % fcRff q1%f^d ^Yq qY 

^ ft t aTERTT ^ 3TRtqq t 3T2jqT RTFRft TfRcf ^ 
^jdrq WPTT ^ t I 

(2) Rrfer rfRfTT^ qrferf arraTeft qn^rr, ^tstr 'Y rftft ER^a# 

‘l^dd RR ^JRfc^ R'qrq cTSTT cR^ait c^ RRRT^qY RR ^ anqidl 
^ mR‘j!i41 rtoct rhIct afiR ^ f^RFff c^ ai^£T-II ^ f^Eitl^ %gi^ ^ 
ar^^iTR R[ift RiRTT ?f2zit rY tzTR Y rtY ^ ^rttr rY ^ srfY, 
eiY^ ^jefrq ^ f^ arfY ^ tjY^ ^3rYr rY rettw Y cf T RdfYch 
RTETR afiR Mlf^d arRTTdt cf^TT STtcT c^ Yt?! RTIRUIlcHch RfRET RR fYratRq 
cpYY I 
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18. 5RI ^ . 

^ I tixcj^ 'btiVi % d^ ^ '{i«itl ^ Pl*^f^Rsd cfT^ 

\ , - 

(i) 3fnn?T: 

^ ^ 3TRnd # ^ 2001-02 ^ smnd ^ ^ 

•jj^n ^ d^ ^ ^ ^ t I sTormr, ^ dn ^ ^f 
^ ^ % P 3TRm d ^ 2001-02 d d ^ d ^ d d^ 

, 1% it t I ^ra?r ^ % ^TPnd d ^ d d 

11 ' 

(ii) OT^nd e^ Hincr: 

^ d ^TfcT ddn ^ d 2002 4:69459/-^ d% 

1000 d d^ d ^ 55294/-^ 1000 d d^ d 

NJiqxqw dd 1^ t I 3d^ d d%^ 3TT^ d 

dt dt^T^T dt '^r wd d*T t, t^Rfd dr 

dW ^rtr^ w #Tr w t dr wt d 

end w n^M w l 

(iii) hhSm ^web 5RT «n% ^iuTR f|# d q ficidH: 

^dr ^ fl^ d 2001-02 4 97 . 49 % d ueeb^ d^ srald d 
93 . 95 % ^ w t I d, ^ fq wr^ H# n? d^ 

^ d nrf^ ^ g>o3rr w( t |. fidr d ^ d 
3?en^, ^3ddT d^ddf d drderdf n^enfdr ^ dWr d 
W’n ^ ^ r'l ^ 11 


1918GI/05-3 
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(iv) ^ 

^J#Ty ^ ^ t inl^ 3TRIT^ ^ cf^RUT 

mit % ^ ^ ITf^ ^ ^ ^ 

fl 

(v) vicqiijH, ^TPRn wil^: 

^ ^ ^3tr ^ WT ^ ^ t I wfm ^ ^ 

2001-02 ^ ^kPT 45.58% ^ ^ ^ 62.16% ^ ^ ^ 

t I ^ ^ cfR^ ^ 1^ % ft 3^1% 

^ 3fk 3Tto ^ ^ 3ftT arw vdMilVl ^ V3^ ^ 

<sHI'>^ fef’? WcTcPT M4Ki ^ I vJcMKH Tfirf if 

^ <T)KU| ^ sft I 

(vi) fet?tt ’iraT 3it^ ■'5^= 

^ 2000-01 ^ ^r iJlRlcbl<t>di ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ft I ^ ^ ^ ^ ft I ^ ^ 

^tkPT w?T fta^ ^TTrar ^ ^ ft t ^ 1^ ^nf^ ^ 

3TRrf^ RKIcId 3TTt t I ^ETSim ^ ^ 3TFIT^ ^ 45)if 
c;<5||c| ^ cpFRT dRid 4^Hd 3T2T4T 3Tr^ cf>t dfdd ^ HIkl 4 3RR8T 
^ t RfT dlf^chi if ^ ^ ^fT4^ t: 



fl?^ ^rrar 
(cpf ?ft.) 

RflH 

('«m{/cii<5i) 

^4>|4 45)fRI 
{mmwoo ^ ^.) 

2000-01 

100 

100 

100 

2001-02 

108 

104 

97 


109 

i 

91 

84 

vjpfcl^ 03 - 

03 

(^ 3Tcrf^) 

147 

130 

89 
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[<1PT1 


i 


(vii) cim: 

^ ^ ^ TEi^ 

tR 3?c?ite wm W 8TT I ^ 2000-01 ^ 2001-02 ^ 
^ ^ 3rat^ ^ 1^ 5nf% ^ f^Rm^ ant ^ i 

^3irm ^ ^ ^ aTRite^ ^ ^ an^ ^ -mf 

n# 2ft I ^ ar#[ ^ th?PT ^ # ♦♦♦ wn? nf^ n^t ^ft^ tr 

*** WT nf^ nt ^ f^Rra^ ant ^ft i at^te cnpnf^r ^ 

n>RR ^sftn ^ cfmjRnr ^ i ^ nft ^irt^ 

^ ^ nrfer nft ?r!?^ ^ ^ flEf ^ 

^3^ #?r tt ^i?i^ nft f^if% >3?«FT tJ I awn? w# ^ 

wtn, nrfecT arrmcft ^ n»RR arfttiicr ^ wm r# mm ti 

(viii) ’3«Mr^cFai: 

nf^ 3cMK<t5*di A fan t l ^ f^icRT t 

3^R<t>di ^r Pi?R3 ^ mr mRm ^ 11 

(ix) ttmmR; 

nt 2001-02 Rft ^[cHT ^T mi^ 3Rf^ ^ Rft f 

m»ft tr^ ^ mROT trmnrr mr m#? irr w t i mim aRf^ R^ 

aft^RPF ^ atRRi apj a ifirg m ft ^ mftm 
nft Rt t I ^ftR# n^Rrn^ ^ mRm mmft Rft arn^ mrt rh ^ 
mt ajk ^ ^Rcr ^ ^ wrm^, ^ WHidRa 

ddfed ‘ftt mmn 'w I MRmrH->w>iw* mt 2002 tr 
apRn 2002 dm ^ ddd # 'g^^arer l aid: ri^ ^ ^ mdd ^ 
RRm r mR R yf d Rnt diftn ^ rritr H# 4 RRRd. Rtr 
fidft mf^, cnrnRdT aik tRRR Rrwe mit t Rf^ ?dtr mmft 
dft miitodT afk ^rfiRF miHmi^ rr tt ndR w 11 




(x) CJ5^: 


^Nldl ^ M§-c| vdeiVl ^ ct^l+id % cbm^l 

(xi) cjft^RT 

^ % qrf^ 3Micfr ^ ^p[ ^ cf^ ^ ^ ^ t 

f^RRT ^ ^ ^ ^ ;ITt:^ ^ 5 ^ ^gjfltT ^ \ 

W’M cpcl^ glN" y-qid'i ^ ^ ^ 

?Tcr^ ^3iim 3TqF^ ^cqi^ ^ ;3l^ itrt ^ ^ f^Tf% ^r 

^ 11 


(xii) ^ 3n?i (cFTJ^ ^): 

^ cFTT^ ^ W 3TFI 3Tc^Ifter ^ f 1^ ^ ^ 

?TPiT ^ 'Hcbdl I v:5tiVl ^ ^ ^ 3Tf^ t 
3fk sJIM cFnf -r\i Tj^ m 3TFI M 1997-98 ^ ***% ^ ^ 

1998-99 ^ ***% ^ ^ ^ ^ vHIHM t I 

■^ifpry ^rjxiTi - 3Tc^lf^ dPid cr>clcll <1>Ku| ^ iTRjj ^ i^ 

3Tr^ eiMid ^ afh?' srf^ q^clcf) ^ "=7^ t I ^*17 w^ ^ ^ 

372RT Rixllclci, -^rf^ ^ ^8^ t I ^ ^ QTT^ 

^ 3TTT^ cr>]Hd'l ^ d^lldK ^1cf| ^ WT 

W ^ t I 

(xiii) c|>t ^*77511: 


^ d^ ^ 3n[iTFrr ^ ^ ^ XTT^ ^ 

■HlPdd chlM^l viTxj ^ I 


(xiv) Hcbc; Mdl6 ^ dl'tdRlcj) HcftiyirHc|> THTR: 



[MPTI—^prgi] 




1 


21 


gMt ^ ^ f^rf^ 4 ^ETR 3TPn t ^ 3Tc^lf^ 

^ ^i5Rtjr |3n 11 

(xv) 

wFm wm, ^#rT i^ itfrar ^r ^ i^flrcT ^ 

^ t I ci«nf^i ^litTf qrf^ 3n^ ^ fm\ ^r ^ ^ ^rr 

^ ^ wM\ 11%# ^ ^ ^ tt ^ ^ 

ff 2ft I 

(xvi) ^ ^RRT: 

, Rf%?f aiRITcfr ^ ^ ^ cliwi^ctj §T% ^ 3ff^R<W ^ 

c||>wf^cb ^ ^[I?RT “jft 3TRRT t I ^Tlftcf SIRncft ^ ^ 
vSccRl^r f^RlWr ^ ^Rjfef: ^ ^ 3RI 

^ £[RT 2ITt#5 3ik ^ f^RM W MIcH'ilEft cRTR ^ 

^ xnfecT 4ftHd)' JR an^ciicl sTRirat ^ XR xr?% 

wm ^ wr ft ■£!% 'jerRr ft 

fftw^^ ^ 3?^ II ^ % (vii) ^ ^Rif t I 

19. fto f^RIR fuRJR (^Rl^'ft) cito f^O (IRT ^ 1?^ ^) - 

fftqidcb 3lk fto Iftcbm cpq^ - 3(l«1ldcb cR^ IfttJ ^ 

flcT^ Tiwrft IRT ^ cl^ ^ W t 1ft> 

^5rte WT ^ mRuIH'M'W ft t teRT#T 

3Rlft ^ ftRn 3Rftcf7 HHc{u,^ ^ ft P^W4WH ft ^ETR fSH tl 

• Airi^ smfft ^ ^Rr srctt vim4iji 62% 2JT i fl^^rr fftiRR ft vjw^i 
^ ^ ftftrr cf^ ^cwr sfR Ift^ ^ afR rr^ ft 3TXRiftcT rrt 
^ ^ ^jRR ^ sfR arto vJcMKH sfR ^ ^RhTT 2IT I 

'• ^ 2002-03 ft McjRld ^ ^ 3TRIRjt ft Ri^iVe 3n^ t I M 

2002-03 ft 3n^ RlVIdd ^ WIM ^ 3Rfft ^ ^Rr 
^ ^RTR fl^ ft ^ ^ t I 
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^ mm ^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^r^^TfcT ^ 

^ t I ^ ^ ^ ^ 3ik OT 'H'i^iRd mm 

^ fq '^^ t ¥tr=ft ^ 2009-10 W ^ cl^^fPT 5RcTT 

^ ^jofcT: wfm ^ I ci^hm ^ 

viM-ylf^dl ^ ^ ^ t I 3R: ^RcfT ^ 

^ ^ 1^ sTRTcff ^ ^ 6^<\m w wf>m 

tl 

• 3TTt ^ w ^ vidlldd IRT^ ^ Mdf^ld ^ ^ t 3jk ^»7f^ ^ 

^ ddiid^ %m I 3m: vmn^ ^rrmf^ ar^mr 
f^RT^ ^ ^trtji im?R ^ ^ ^ ^ t I ^ 

^ 3mf^ ft t I ?m ^ ^ ^ t 

cfR^ ^ srf^ra? 2 tt i 

• M 2001-02 ^ ^ 2002-03 ^ 3nt^3ftx^ ^ ^ 

f^RTcm 3nt 2ft ^ wrm ^ ^ft t l ciFm ft 
ftt W?ft ni^tldci trft ^ MRu|H'M^5o^ ^ mm f3TT SJT I 

• 3TTt "^ft ^ ^ftr ft ft ^ fft# mm ft ft ^ 

3Tfft^ t I 

• R^rr T^ fttftr tt ft arft^sfti^ cf5t TnsR^jfrrftr ft 

3nt t I 

• tf%^ ft vjftlcbK fftmr t vSdTRWT ft f3TT t 3ft^ 

^dft M cfTRUT ^ ^ t I 

• 3TTt ^ W W ^ cRR t ffti ^Rlft W 3TFI ft 

fft^icm ^ WPTT tftmr t ^ cfrm^ ft ^rfft arcrfft fth?H 
^eiR f3TT t 1 ft w ^?ikT t ^ smfft ^ ftto ^3^ 
3Tfft^ ^ eFTlt t I cTmt "Ot ^ 3TRI ^ ^ 

fftnr cPTTt ^ ^ ^T ^ mf^ \ 

• clftfm ct)cilftl ^ WTcf^ TI^ ^^ftrr ft?cR gftnft 3fk MRJmdT 

mm cRft ft mmol ^ t i sm: cbdlftl ^ ft^d^ft W: w 

cfr^ ^ fftR ipqtm t ^ cllWf^cb dft 

ft % I cift^d ^ feR clft*1d ^ fcHT mRcI^H eTTHTT ^ 

ft f^ vdMftlcmr ^ w ^ wftt \ 



[^ l"-lsP>Sl3 __ ’ ^ <NM:< : _ 2? 

• ^ 5iw ^ 1^i1% 

P^?R ^ ^RfT Wir^fT I 

• ^ WW ^ % I ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t, ^ 

t % ^ 311 W^dl ^ 3Tf^ 

8jt I 

• ■jff^ wn^ ^ ^ SRHcT eft IRT 

3rf^d cTr>T 3ft^ “ift 3lf^R> ^RTT I ^ HctJK ^ 5tt% ^ 

tir^ ^ f^iiK ^ ^ I 

• ^ Pi'^w^ % ^ hh<^T ^ ^ ^r 

'HttiJ'^lcHcb ff^ ^ ^ t I ^ ^ 3ra^ 

^ ^ ^ xi<?>cfl ^ I 

• ^ W ^ ^ ^ ^ t, ^ ^ ^ ^TPt ^ 

3!Fn^^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3ri^ ^ 11 t^raWr ^ 
^ m % 5Rfl^ ^ ^ ^ gRT - 

^ §PT^ ^ f^4>l'H ■jrif ^ ^ t I 3RraT 

>3c^R3%I W ^ ^ t t^jRT^, ^>Rot 3TFn^ ^f ^ ^ WTmT 
tl ^ ^ Plilld/t^' ^ 3TRI ^ OT WTM cFTR 
^ ^ Wt ^t, ^ ^ chl44ll^^i ^ ^p>t t I ■2lt 

^ t % ^ OT WTM ^ >K 

Ki^\<<ii, ^TReT ^ ?nWR ^ cTofM ^ I ^t^^eft W 

STRTRfr ^ ^ Mpl^d ^ W t I 

20. ^0 Stt'i^^ Md>HvJl 1?® ^ fk>, ^ 5RT ^ cT^ 

fufc?TH ^Ret t m RP|H?W| W^ T?^>JTRt 

iMt t 3ik >3iEm 9^^^ 

TE|^ '3Rtr^ W^ M vifT RTSn ^ ^dFH ^ 3P?t %fr % 31l4lleFd 

RRTT R|eT t I 

w ’iR^f ^ ^ ^ ^ v5n# 

t W 'RRcT ^ H ^ rI atl^ttfcld ^ ^ ^tRef # ^cRT 4 Rfcf 

^ t t Miei’1'4^ ^nnfi% ^ att^'jfiw §Rt ^ ^ 
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^ ^^tTfcTt ^ ^ ^ I 

21 ill4v|p|cft WcTId ^«TcI)r^ gRT ^ ?rc^ 

^ 5 T 8 TT 3T^ fliddcg SRT tjtt Hc^tiy 

^ ^ 1% eFTTf fji ^ ^ q to - eid ^ 

^ 3TT^ 3ik W 3TTTT ^ ^ I 

Pl4d0l7^l'^ldc|7 OT 1^ W fcR^ l^cgrR f^l 

t^Rltcfcfj 4o toFT fuTRTd dSTT 4o IcRFd ^ ^ 

d^rtF ^ fcfjiT TTTT 3TTqTcrd^ ^ ^r 3 f^[tr dRR f^RiT I arf^icm^ 
^ fd Wdd fclcRufr ^ f^ STTcrw d^dt dd fcR^d^d ^ 

d^l W fcTdR [chill ^ I 

22. FSFSd M^THci fenrf^Rn 

V 

dd?d^ ^ dW^ ^ d^ ddlPT ^ dd? dd^41 f^Tl% t % 

§T% dd i^erfdd d'jft fcf^ ^ dd^dT d1^ ^ ^ d^ dd> ddTd 3Tdfd 

dTdTdRh ddTd dd d5te ddTd ddl^ ^ I ^ 3Tlcrf^, dRR ^ 
3.2 ^ df^'HR ^ddddd^ ^ % fcR# dd? STddT d?f dddl^ ^ 
f^rotdTcdd? f^-f^f^ l^fcfdT ^ddddd? d^ t I dl^ dlltd ^ dTdR 
t%d^ d^ dc||4 ^ Wr ^r 31Rlf^ dldTcdd? ddTd ^ dTlfld 

d^ ^ ^ t I ^Tddr dddtd ^ ^ d^ dfTf i[ ^ ^ 

^ dTdR fld^ f^RTdd ^ ^ dfi Fd?dT t I ^ dddd, 

dTdT ^ <^[^ d^ dtd ^ <|[^ 3f[d vjeiVl ^ dldfR 1%F^ 4 

f^lRTdd: ^ ddqt ^ dTTefid? dddT dlHd I dTf^Tdd^ gRT ^- 
5Tfcrd?Rd? d>tdd dd f^dtdd d^ t I ^ ^fcT^Rd? d^tdd ^ ddfd 
1%dtd<d ^ ift Idf^ldd^ 3TRlf^ ddT d^tdd dd t%d>t dlf # I d^ 
d^dd d^ ddlf^ ddf^ dl^ chkd»l #? d>[dd ^ ^ ^ d^ 

dlltd % dtFddT # d^ ?JSltd d^t cHMId ^ ddd^ ^ dd? sdRd ^tPT 
^ d?rRT f^RTdd 3dt t I dlf^ STTdTdt ^ d?RR d^ dlTtd 
d5^ ddT^ dd f4d^ f3TT t I cTRWddT ^ ^d ^T dflf^Td?!^ edfvd-^ 
cTTd ^ dd f^dR d?^ I cdM ^ dddld efTdt if d5t 3Tcfd 




[MFTi—isTOi] : araiwt ' 

% ^ t I % ^ wrM ^ ^ 

W STRT ^ ^ ^r >3lj^ ^ -q? W W t ft> 

' cb l 4^jn<H ^R:^ t 3ik 5|[ ^ W 

I ^ ^3lft^ SRT W W ^ t 1^ W^ IRT 

vdc^^ w t g# ^ ^ % 7m ^fifer fir^ % 

Bifm ^ cii^f^ch 11 

23. (Sri^ ^ 3n^5?R: 

i - ' ' ■ . . 

3T^-II(iii) ^ ^ ’TFfcfr ^f ^ ^ ^ 

^ 3ri^ ^ W ^ 'JnenM ^ w ^ MiRithi-^l 
OT ^ ^ ^ f^ (^) JR^ra? ^ % STFTRfr ^ 

•^V ^r f^fErf% WT ^ Tri%?IcT % wi ^ 2f7c % 

3T^R> ^ sfl? Hc4cp ^ % 3TRTcit ^ ^T^T 'M*<n ^ STPTfcit ^ 

3% 3it? (^), 3iNiRld '(l*lH ^ 4)^ 3?fcR^Rlf ^ 

f^ifM ^ 3n^ ^r sTRiRfr ^ 5Rm ^ t, 

^2RT^ ^ srmTc^f % wm ^ aiichw ^ t J 

M i l^ r ^ % w 11^ ^ ^ ^ # .wT^^nt^ 2% % 

srf^ t 3i^ 5R^ra> ^ % 3TRRfr # ’TM 4t 3% ^ 3i1lr?»> t I 

. ' .' ■ ■■'■- ■ *■■■■ .-. 

• . _ , : ■'... 

sntnfe vJcm<?i 4tw 3ft? 3rrm1^ ?Rn ?mH ^ 

^ ufci?Myt ^ MRR^f^4t’ ^ ^<ryi4>^ ^ mi1^<#>k ^ I^wr 

^ 11%: 

(i) ?T^ ^ ^ ?i^ ^ SFPTRr ?mRr-tteT> q^ik>5<u| ^ 

W t; '" 

(ii) M l t^ - 4 >T^ ^ RTRT t 3TRnf%R ?T^ ^ % ^<MlRd 

tupsRR ^:cTFR? ^ R>t mRI'WIRR # I 
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(iii) IRT ^ M ^ 

11^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^rfcPFrat f 

^ 'HHH vi^|c{ ^ I 

(iv) 3m:, 3TFITf%cT ^cqj^ ^ ^ 3ik 3TPn^ 

^ wim ^ ^ 3^fcRq?rf ^ ^ 3Tr^ ^ 

^ ^ vdcMl f^ WT ^ ^ W ^ ^ ^ ^ 

vJRrI xti% f I 

24. mRlcbj^ 5RT virirl: 

tr^fcbl^ £(RT 1^ ^ fcrf^rm d<T>1 ^ fcRTR fcfRim I ’"i " 

i[RT ^R^ ^ ^ ^fmTFR ^ t ; f4i^r-i ^ 

*iNc(u ;^ c^ ^Ef ^T xt^xPTT ^ ^ Rl*dl^'dR 

tteit t:- 

25. srramt «i>t 

^ ^RT McflRlcl 3Tf^c|7lRc^; ^] h ~: 7 -. *•?■•' 

TR sTmrf^ 3Tr^ 5 r^ ^ Rrat^i ^ 

SiRT ^ cRg ^ 3<l4ld1 ^ K-i4c1 . 

TR EZIH 1^ t I f^TRR kHK^R ^ ^ ^ WT ^ 

% I ■^fmt viMeREJ '<^7^1 c^ ^ MJ^-dld Tnf^4>f^ ^ 

^ ^ 3TfHR ^ 3Mm 3TT^ ^ 3TmR STPITcfr ^ 

TrRTT ^ fcT^et^ ^ ■'^Rm wn-- 



2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

^.-1^.2003 
^ 3ra1^ 


107609 

97970 

245995 

204227 


32893 

22898 

412587 

231561 

3n^ 

140502 

120868 

658582 

435788 

3TRT ^ 

4686 

8953 

669 

6824 

g>ci 3TRTRr 

145188 

129821 

659251 

442612 




[^1—’qroi] 


. ■. .,' .v^ 

M % ^ ^ fcT ni 

% ^ ^ ^ 4 436788 ^ 1^ I ^ 2000-01 ^ 

^cPTT ^ 81^ # ^ M ^ 

3iraT?r ^ wRff ^ cr>m 98.45% i ^ ^ 

^ ^ 1^ it ^ I 

26 in^lR^PB!: rv^ ^ 


«lt^'4>l^ % W t % ^ A31N 3ft? ^lisr ^ 

% ^rrqTtft 3>T ?i3n? fl^qr t:- 



2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2093 

^awltr 

STRlcr-^ 

145188 

129821 

659251 

442612 

>3tim 35t ^ 

4674000 

5033791 

5071968 

6868345 


4819188 

5163612 

5731209 

7310957 

W«g:^%3n^ 

140502 

120868 

65^2 

^5788 

3RI ^?ft ^ STRfTcT 

4686 

8953 

669 

6824 

•*^■'R ^ f^«TT -?raif 
^^3rraR(%) 

2.91 

2.34 

11.^ 

5.96 

♦li^i ^ f^'Wi - y^cj^ 
^3#? (%) 

96.98 

97.49 

88.5 

93.95 

fm Tf fimr - 3RI 
^ % 3TRR (%) 

0.10 

0.17 

0.01 

0.09 


TnteT^ ^ ?PiT t f% ^ ^ ^ ammft 35? 

2000-01 ^ 2.91% % ?#? ^ ^ 5.98% w 

t I ^ ir>r; ^ ^r ^3^ ^ 'm'3^ I^rt i( ?rfe8 

3TRTdt ^ # I f(h ^ >3ift*f ?Pr fl??n ^ 2000-01 

^ 96.98% ^ ^ 3raj^ ^ 93.95% tT W t I 
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27. errmr 

^ T^ci wrm ^ t:- 



2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

grig 3Tgf^ 

(gft ftt.) 

100 

100 

100 

100 

<3cgRg(gft ftt.) ^ 

('(i4l4cg) 

100 

104 

111 

141 

^Tfm % 

44 

45.58 

48.83 

62.16 


3TTf^rcF>r^ ^ wfT 11% ^ ii wg srcrf^ ^ "g^ 

^ ^ ^gR fsn t I ^TRcTT wf^ 2000-01 ^ 

44% % Rtg 3Icrf^ C^ ^tTPT 62.16% # W I 

28. 

^j#fT ^ 2000-01 ^ *** ’ft. ^ 

6[^cir? Rig 3Tgf^ ^ #?ig *** gft ftt. I ^ srgf^ ^ • 

fftgft PlHl^gK Sft:- 



2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

■vjltg ;3Tgf^ 

Rsfft (gft ift.) 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 


100 

108 

109 

147 
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29U 





2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

^ 3Rf^ 


4e9|c4e 

*♦♦ 


♦♦♦ 


(100) 

(65) 

(95) 

(88) 


i|e9|c4e 


♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 


1^ ^ 3if^ ^ ^^ sifcw ^^ ^ 

tri^ ^ <hI^r ^ 2000-01 ^ ^cni ^ f^Rras 3 ti^ l cfsnf^, "^if 

j . 

30. ^SN?T 

^ # 1^ trfeF 3ii4ldT ^ cpW c^nHdi q>^<^ 

. "^t:- . : 




«ntcl« 

afl'Hd ^'■^tRT3TR 


iHr^-jif 


*** 

*** 

c»5)HcI <f>ciM 

*illr* 

*** - 


ificic 

ieicif 

cp cM,^ ^IRRT 

25-35% 

35-40% 


EZIR ^r t CISIT ^ ^ ^ ailillfcR ^ ^ 

^oRT # sm> t I ^ ^ ^ttI^ 3fl^ 1^ 

^ ^fR^ f^* ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^RST vJM^tn f^RT % I ^ ^ <»>4iA?H'l 
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t I cf>te ^ 3T RITf^d 

^ WTR TR t I TTT^ f ^TTfer STFncff 

^ irf^uTm^TOT S^'ciYdl 3rf^ ^ t I 

31. c^tJlcT ^ firajt 

tnfer 3TFTTctr ^ ^rf^oTFRwr ^ cf5te w ^ 
f^FTTJ^ ^ t- 




an^#5 

arl^'^f^d q^ (XFT37Ttq) 



.q|q T^ 

icicic 


q>q <plHd 1%q> 

•kicic 

kkk 

q>q q^'Hd ftq^ qi 

37lcRTq 

kkk 

kkk 

qFT qW W qq 

qrqq 

20-30% 

30-40% 


^ f % cf3T[ cfTlHd ^ flsfft ^ WT>t 3Tflr^ ^ t 
^')T^ ^ 'll ^eg 3TFrrat ^ 7 ^ 3 ^^, TEI^ 'jefP'T 

^ SrfcRfld cfftTR# ^ ^cRT ^ ^ f I 

32. 'Ei^ citefr cjyt prmf^ w(^ cj>tw: 

37T%f7r^ ^ cfT^ f fcf3 iTTfecT 3TFncft ^ ^Tf^oTFR^TM cfTtHcT cfiel^ ^ 
^ WTrt 3Tf^ t I ^TcTTcrT ^ ^ t 

cRft1% 3TFn?fr ^ ^|x[ -q^ ^ ciTi*id1 ^ ^r 

Wf^t f I cTSTTf^r, q^ ^ 

f^rqtf^ §TfM|d q^d q^ ^cFTT ^ 3Tf^ t I q^ ^ 

'Scqrqq q^ cTRcT q^ qqr q?^ ^ qjqq f | q^ vi^Vl ^ 
q^t enqq qnft 3TT ^ t | l^q^t q^ tT ^ R r ^ r qd 3TTt t I 

qit^d qqqmt ^ qf^^qp^q^ q^t^q ^ ^ q^ qff f^r^ 

f I qrjq 3Tqf^ ^ #qq q^ ^ qqqqq q^t cTTW ^ f^TRiqq 




[smi—^gpti] _ . ___ 3i 

3n ^ t I ^ ^WcT ^ fan t/l 1^ ^ 

f^n>RT n«iT ^ ^ wnn % '«4f^ RhI^'HK 


■ '•>■ 

2000^2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 


nf% 1000 

W >dcm4H 

elFm 

♦♦♦(100) 

. H' ■■’ 

♦♦♦(94.57) 

♦♦♦(92.54) 

♦♦♦(86.8) 

prf% 1000 

♦♦♦(100) 

♦♦♦(96.53) 

♦♦♦(84.28) 

♦♦♦(88,8) 


33 nrc^T nn ^rl^wim 


5ntei^ ^ nT% 11^ ^ n^3it ^ niirn # nrf^ nn 

mR^iui ’-^ RraWr M^w: 1^ t, ^r 34% ^ 46% ^ 

^ ^ 11^ w?>t 3lf^ npiT w 11 

34. ^t>nnR: 




2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2000 


♦♦♦(100) 

♦♦♦(90) 

♦♦♦(80.52) 

♦♦♦(84.42) 


inf^ran^ nr^ f 1^ ^ ^3l^m ^ 4>4^iRnf ^ wn ^r 

^ snt t I 4>4TnRjjt n>t ^r ^ ^ n>m wft srt erpm 
^ ^3nT^ ^ ^ nPTT w wnr t I 


35. ^nSI^: 
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3Trf^fcf?r^ ^ ^ 





2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

<^14 


***( 100 ) 

***(85.43) 

***(82) 

***(119 42 ) 

5ff^ 

_1 

5iC5i« 5l« 

( 100 ) 

*** 

(94.88) 

4 €** 

(101.77) 

*** 

(141.64) 


3TTf^rw^ ^ f 1^' ^ ^ ^ ^ 

WTRT eft t I cfT^xnf^ ^ cRft ^ ^2T-^2T 

prf^ Ch^^lfl ^1 ^ ^ if t I 

36. C^TJTO^: 



t^cfcn 

(7^7)/000 ^ 

4t.) 

vcJcMIg-l clft dMId 
(7?D/000 ^ ^.) 

^ 1000 ^ 

\{;|^Tf|(S|cg 

100 

100 

100 

2001-02 


He He* 

HeHeHe 

7^41^1 eg 

96.53 

94.36 

162.75 

2002-03 

^ ;|c 

>fC^5|S 


TJ^Clcg 

r 84.28 

92.84 

(-) 277.79 

2003 

(^ 3T^f^) 


*** 

*** 










fMmi—^gpiTi]_ 



8S.7r V 

86.80 



TlTf^R5T^ ^ 11^ f ?rt^ pnt 1%a5t 

^ cfnra^ ^ 2000^ ^ ^ctHi ^ '5n^ 3icrf^ 4 
^3nt l ^TEff^ ^ 2002-03 ^ tPM’il ^ <i«l«sl ^ fi# ^ WT 
^3HT w sn I fif# f 2000-01 ^ 2001-02 ^1^ ^ .. 

^ 3TT^ I ?rfr. ^3cqT^ ^ cTTW ^ ^ ^ t I 


37. ^ 3HTO: 


' ^ 

2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 



. ♦♦* 



♦♦♦ 

aMM ^ cH^ 

*«J‘* 



V , <e** 

-—-\-^ —- 

3rR3Tt#(%) 

100 

131.95 

(->163.56 



w sn^ncT^ 51^ ^ ^ 

^ -^m ^ ^ ^ ^?il7rT t ^- 5? ^ ' 

3fr # t ^ ^ ^ ^ f^Rra^ ^ ^ # t i ®<pi^ ^ 

^ 11% ^ 2003-04 ^ 

^ 3T5^ 7 ^ 3i^ TysRR ^,^ 1^ 

^ ^ ^ m mi m ^ :wm,ty^ % ^ 

i[RT ^ ^ 11W ^ tni?!^;^ cpi4^^ 

% ^3Tt ^ 1^ t ^ 

^ t I W W -m % ^ i ^ 

^r ^SIR OTT t I 31H 3it ^ i ^ t I 

38. Jl^ *1^ wra: 

, 
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^/im 


2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 


4e4c4c 

♦♦♦ 

♦♦♦ 

4c 4c 4c 

100 

126 

12 1 

98 


^ 8Jt I. 

39. ffe: 



2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

^ 3rdrf^ 

TTm ^ ^(%) 

- 

7.15 

10.99 

41.59 

lt^(%) 

“ 

7.70 

0.76 1 

35.41 

f 

i 


40. >d^W<bdl: 

NicMKcbdl PlHI^'ffT^ ^ t: 



2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

vJiiw 

5rf% dcMKd 

4c 4c 4c 

4c 4c 4c 

4c 4c 4c 

4c 4c 4c 


100 

115 

137.73 

167.65 


M l t^<T) T^ ^ ^IFJT t 1% WEI Slcrflt ^ dcMK4>cn 3lcqRl4> ^^ETR 
fsrr t I ^ ^ ^ wcT 3T^ ^ ^ sfk 

4)4^T{ | fi^^1 cfft ^ 3IT% ^ WOT t I 








m ^ ^ mtm ihr ^ w 

■ t gik iifiN! ^ 

^ M t I ^ ^ # f5T 




w aRiwr*ir^^ 


^ Wf 'm^ t|f^ # 

^ ^ li^ *rt*T ft 11 

^ w t I ^ W 

11 xjWW^ 

«*R^ ^ ^ trUrt fan t #7 if aif^ ^ 



^1 %R 5^^ % I ^ ^ nft mp ifit # ^ 

I 

# *n?n w WfeM a^lCTf m # w^fn 1^ 

# 49% # # nPft ’fi t I WT 

^^4 inf#^-1 I mfen kiRif# T# Hf^i»iw#r ntNcf «i»4^ 4t, 
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dcRi^ ^ t 1 t ^ ^ ^ 

3Tf^ cT^ ^ ^5FT ^ ■§ I %jFrR 

^ ^ Mw ^ t .l ^ 

cR^STt ^ ^ 1%# cTmM^ ^ 31^ fSTT t I -JI? ^ 

WT ^ cFpft ^ ^ cTFTcT ^ ^5T70T <1^Hd ^T ^ ^ ^ 

cfTROT ^3n # I d'^rff "'T^ 3^FT ^ Mdf^ld fSH t I 

WJT ^ ^ 2000-01 ^ ^ ’IT'Jcft f^t^lcRT 

3TFJt t I ^ dcMKcbdT ^ STrUf^ ^EfR t I 

^^RTT 3TTcf7d^ cfj^ iT? ^nSRfjT^ WfT vJO^Idd, 5<ddT 
3fk '^i^R ^RTR ■’TTR^J^ ct’Kcp) ^ ^ c|7|4-Pi'^I«;H 

■^T ■^?JR ^3TT t’ I dd1"*T ^ vJcHiqcbdl ^ ^ >5ErR ^STT 1 WWt ^ 
^ ^ 3M ^ ^ ^ ^ ¥icr^ ^ ^?TR fsn 

# 1 v3€lt^ 3T^ ^ §rfcRf%d ct^Hd 3T^Rf> 

cRj^ ^ ^ ^r ^ 2 tt I ^ 

^ ^5;^ ^ W?n 3!f^ w ^ sn, 1^ ^ 33^ 
^ ^fFHI f^ran^ ^ ^geiR ^ I ^ ^RTR 1%# ^ 

afrit # ll sSt I crsJTf^t, ^ f^lf^FT ^TFl^ ^ ^ 

^7p!f- R^n i? d ^ WTf Pl'^l^ ^ yqf^d ^ ^ I ^nfer 3TFITdt ^ 

TJ^ vjdl ^ TR ^>t^ ^ ^ W cfRdf^ ^ ^ 

^ I 3Td: ^ 11^ ^ cTRdt^ 5Tt% 

^ ll I 


c|l^(^cl) ^ od'il: 

^ (vii) ^ 31 '^'HK di'wf^cb t^Rft ^SRI^ ^ 

cT^zff XT^ 3TT£nRd l^PHT ^ ‘^’dd 3rf^4>^, 3RRT 

-^m ^ 132R MRf^fci?fr ^ nRcictd ^ t^FT^ ^ ^ 

^ ^r*1^ f^RT% ^ 5Tf% ^nlt, 3iq^d ^ ^ ^ 3l^dld 

cFTPn 3fR ^ >Hp l » ' g #TT ’Enflq l ^^Rdf^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TRT dTcft ^ 

PtHl^f^ ^?Rg^ ^ 



(gj) tm ^ ^ ^ ^ I^rt^ qi'tdR^ ^ ^ ^ - 

^ 3rpn?r ^ ^ >Fr^ i^ddt %; 

{13) 1^ ^rf^rter Weft ^ 

vjM^afe f T ^ EZIPT ^ Pi<^ict,«*> ^ ^<W W ^ 

3T8raT f^Rpft ^fTSrnft ^ mfi^d 3ll^left 

(tt) ^ SrPTIcT ^ t^fRft ^ ^ ^ f ^ 

3T?!I^ra5 ^ Wf^>T^ 3wk sik f^Fkt 3fk 3ft^ 31TZneft 

^ ^r ^ ^ Wr 

' ' '■ , ^ \ . ' V. :"■'“' '' ■ . '.-^, ' / . ■■ ' • ' • ■ 

44. ctlVklW «rt% # ^ ^ ^ ^ 

gjW ^ Rhi^w? t: 

mfeef aiiin ? ft ^ ^ ^ ^ 3lFncft ^ 'jftw 

3IErf^ ^ tj^'^ 3le|f^ ^ ^cFR ^ 3 ic< 4K1<*> »qf^ld ^ I 

STTW 2000-^ 2001 ^ 14052 % 1^ ^ ^ 

^kFT 435768 ir ;»Tq f 1 ^ ^ sipmft # ^ M sr^- 

2000"-^^^ 2001 ^ 3Trapft;^ 210% % 3 iR|4) ^ I 

wmm 1^ ^5^ ^ >3ift^;ipri^ ^ fW m t 

# 5fW 114 PrWr #. ^ 47 

43 3jk 18 fft ftt. > 

kr Well t: 
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^RcTT (ftfcTR^ 

v> 

3Tf^r^ 

3Tf^^>tT 5Rm 


(Rid 4*1 
^) 

(f^rfeRR i^>8c|^l’iT 
^) 





■q^) 2TTt f^TJT 

34 

20 

14 


80 

23 

57 

■^fR 

114 

43 

71 


47 

18 

29 


161 

61 

100 


^9 9TTf cFpft 

^ ^ ^0 f^wT ^ sFrar '3 ^crt ^ smcfT ^ 

^ t, ^ 5 R^tT^ ^ viM^cW 317^ ^ 

3a^?7 tt fcT^ ^ f^ t I ^snf^r 2nt 4o t^iwr f^o 

^ ^ ^ t 50% ^ ^ ■^1^ WMR ^ ^ WT t 3ik 

^ 3 T^ ^ 3 ik ^HT?cT ^ ^ 1 ^ WT t I ^ wm 

ITTf^lcmit ^ euPT ^r ^ efpJt ^ t 1% ^ ^3Tt ^ 

I^rM W 3T^ ^ 3T2?i?T ’Teri^ 3fk ^ MI^hM 

cFTRT W t I 


IT. ^nfecT sn^iTcft ^ ^nrm: ^ 3Tcrf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^11%^ ^5tTicfr w w w srr i cfsirf^, ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ TTttj ^r ^ ^{w ^ srr i 

W tcf^ Wn^/t^ratcT^ c^ ^8T ^ HIcT^^ ^ 

t TTTf^r^ ^ 1ctw ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

11 








[HPII—|.] ' ■ ' ...,39 

^ ^ ^ 11 m ^ terr 

^ ^ 3inwra> ^ W 3ic%^ 

^ ^ t I Hl^cbl^ % diwf^cb ^ ^ 

^ t I W M 

1^ 11 ^ijN ^ dt'WftdJ 11 

^ 3RPk Mld^IFT t, c||’Wi^<t> Affct ^ ^ 

' 30^1% ^ trr 

MiRld>'^ P|«t> 4 t^cpici^ ^ 3ll% 3ii?d'^d ^ 5RRI 
^r gnl^ «pmT % t i 

45. <I»I^(*W» ^/ ^ 

^ ^ ^ t ^ ^nfecT aiFTTstt ^ 

ft t 3jk ^ ^ t I ^nfeff ^»nmff 

OT ^ar^rt ^ ^ ^ ^ to 4>wto 1N^ % to 
f 1 i^to^ tow 
Ito t ^ ^tor to? % toto to 
to% to ^ ^ to 11 

4l?^fto ^1% tol^ Mil^d’i’^l % *i<»>kicH 4> PPNil?W| 3lt?. qi<d(^4>'4<f^l 
c^ ^ tor^ toitot ?to-^ ^to yiw totot to 

ftot to to . 
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46. XR fcixTR ^ ^ ^ ^ 


(i) ^ ^ kHKxi^ ^ ^ >HIHM ^ ^ 

IR f^RlTT W t i 

(ii) ^^nfcr, ^€[m ^ cTRi^l^ 5 # ^ ft t i 3 Tc^ 

^ STRITcfr ^ ciKTllc|cf> ^ Cf^ ^IcRT 

^ t I 


47. ^ ^ fcRi^ df #FfT^^ ^ 

WTK 3f!T dlT^ ^:qTPJT%gRn[ ^ dt 

wndt I 


TRi. Tnf^Rd 



[<TPTI—1] 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 27th June, 2005 

FINAL FINDINGS 

Subject : Anti-dumping investigation concerning Imports of Gypsum 
Plaster Board originating In or exported from Indonesia and Thailand - 
Final Findings. 

No. 14/29/2003-DGAD - Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as 
amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and 
Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of 
Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof. 

A. PROCEDURE: 

2. The procedure described below has been followed with regard to the 
investigations;- 

i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as Authority), 
under the above Rules, received a written application from M/s 
India Gypsum Ltd. alleging dumping of Gypsum Plaster Board 
(hereinafter referred to as subject goods) originating in and 
exported from Indonesia and Thailand (hereinafter referred to as 
subject countries); 

ii) Preliminary scrutiny of the application revealed certain deficiencies, 
which were rectified by the applicants; 

iii) The Authority notified the Embassies of subject countries in India 
about the receipt of dumping application made by the petitioner 
before proceeding to initiate the investigation in accordance with 
sub-rule (5) of Rule 5 supra; 

iv) The Authority issued a Public Notice dated 28 June 2004 published 
in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating anti dumping 
proceedings concerning imports of Gypsum Plaster Board from 
subject countries generally covered under heading/subheading 
6809.11 of Sch: lie I of the Customs Tariff Act, 


191SGI/05-6 
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v) The Authority forwarded copy of the said public notice to-the known 
exporters, importers and to the complainant and gave them an 
opportunity to make their views known in writing; 

vi) According to sub-rule (3) of Rule 6 supra, the Authority provided a 
copy of the application to the following known exporters and 
Embassies of subject countries in India; 

1. Siam Cement Trading 
1 Siam Cement Road, 

Bangsue, Bangkok-10800 
Thailand 


2. Thai Gypsum Products Pci 
Gypsum Metropolitan Tower, 

539/2 Si Ayutthaya Road, 

Ratchathewi, Bangkok -10400, 
Thailand 

3. Petrojaya Boral Plasterboard, PT 

J1, Prof. Dr. Moch Yamin Lingkungan 
Industri Kecil (LIK) Desa Roomo, 
Kecamatan Manyar, 

Gresik-61151, Indonesia. 


4. PT Knauf Indonesia (TGSI) 
Harmoni Plaza Block, 

B-22-24, Jl, Suryopranoto No.2, 
Jakarta -10160, Indonesia. 


5. PT Siamindo Gypsum Industry 
JL. Inspeksi, Kalimalang km. 2, 
Besaganda Mekar, 

Citi Tung Bekasi, Indonesia. 

6. PT Petrojaya Boral Plasterboard, 
Graha Mobisel 4'*^ fl, 

Mampang Prapatan Raya 139 
Jakarta 17790 

INDONESIA 

7. M/s SCT Co. Ltd. 

1 Siam Cement Road, Bangsue, 
Bangkok, 10800, 
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G.P.O. Box 1557, 

Thailand • 

8. M/s The Siam Gypsum lndustr/(Saraburr) Co. Ltd. 

1 Siam Cement Road, Bahgsue, 

Bangkok, 10800 
Thailand 

vii) Request was made to t|he Central Board of Excise and Customs 
(CBEC) and Directorate General of Commercial Intelligence and 
Statistics (DGCI&S) to atrange details of imports of subject goods; 

viii) The Embassies of the subject countries were informed about the 
initiation of the investigation In accordance with Rule 6(2) with a 
request to advise the exporters/prbducers from their ojuntries to 
respond to the questionnaire within the prescribe^ time. A copy of 
the letter, petition and questionnaire sent to the exporters was also 
sent to them; 

ix) A questionnaire y/as sent to the following known Importers/users of 
subject goods in India calling for necessary Information in 
accordance with Rule 6(4): 

M/s Unidus Associates 
1/101-B, WHS, Kirti Nagar, 

New Delhi-110015. 

M/s Shapoorji Pallonji & Company Ltd. 

New India Centre, 10th Floor ^ 

0pp. Oval Maidan, 

17, Cooperage Road,, 

Cooperage, Mumbai - 400 001. 

M/s Aakar Associates 
Nehra Timber Market No.4, 

Sattana Naicken Street, 

Chennai-600 012. 

M/s Vikas Trading Co. 

No. 99 Surya Complex, 2™* Floor, 

R. V. Road, Near Lalbagh West Gate, 

Basvanagudi, ' 

Bangalore-560 004. 

Regent Plasterboards & Products Pvt.Ltd. 

303, Uma Towers,. 

Sidhi Colony, 

Secundrabad - 500 003. 
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Metal Worth Industries Ltd., 

703, Shivalaya Building, 

Ethiraj Salai, Egmore, 

Chennai - 600 105. 

Ebeneze Trading House Pvt. Ltd. 
1020, Mettupalayam Road, 

R.S. Puram, Coimbatore -641 002. 


Sri Venkateswara Enterprises 
3-5-141/1, Eden Bagh, Ramkote, 
Hyderabad - 500 001. 

M/s. Odd Jobs 

6-3-350, 1ST Floor, Road No. 1, 
Bnnjara Hills, 

Hyderabad - 500 034. 


DLF Universal Ltd. 

Shopping Mai! Complex 
Arjuri Msrg, DLF Qutub Enclave, 
Phase-!, Gurgaon, Haryana. 

H.P. Invent 
3, Croaked ITPO, 

Bango^r e - 560 066. 

Infosys Technologies Ltd 
Electroi'ics City, 

Bangalore - 560 229. 

Honey Well Technologies Solution Lab 
151/1, Darai Sami Palia 
Bannarghatta Road, 

Bangalore - 560 076. 

Sykes Enterprises (I) P. Ltd 
23/5, Le Galleria, 

Airport Road, 

Bangalore - 560 008. 



[wti— 




x) The Authority prc3¥»cled an opportunity to the interested parties to 
present their views orally in a public hearing held on 28“’ March, 
2005. All ^parties presenting views were requested to file written 
sutxnissions of their views expressed. The parties were advised to 
collect copies of the views expressed by the opposing parties and 
offer rebuttals, if any: , 

xi) The Authority made available to all interested parties the public file 
containing nonUjonfidentjal version of evidence submitted by 
various interested parties for inspection, upon request as per Rule 
6(7): 

xii) Arguments made by the interested parties after initiation of the 
investigation, subsequent to the public hearing and in response to 
the disclosure statement have been dealt with in these findings: 

xiii) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential 
facts/basis considered for these findings were disclosed to known 
interested parties orv 7“* June 20C^ vide a disclosure statement and 
comments received on the same have also been duly considered in 
these findings: 

xiv) Cost investigations including spot verification (aS deemed 

necessary) of the domestic industry were also conducted to work 
out optimum cost of production and cost to make and sell the 
subject goods in India on the basis of Generally Accepted 
Accounting Principles (GAAP) and the information furnished by the 
domestic industry: ' 

xv) *** in this notification represents information furnished by the 
interested parties on confidential basfe and sO considered by the 
Authority under the Rules: 

xvi) The investigation covered the period from 1®* January 2003 - 31®* 
December, 2003. Theinjury analysis coveredthe three 'preCedlng- 
years 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002*03 and the POI. 

xvii) Copjes of the Initiation Notice was also sent to FIGCI, Cll, 
ASSOCHAM efc. for wider circulation. 

B. VIEWS OF PETITIONERS, EXPORTERS, IMPORTERS AND OTHfR 

INTERESTED PARTIES AND EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY. 

3. Responses were received from the following: 

Exporters: 

M/s PT. Petrojaya Boral Plasterboard, Indonesia. 

M/s The Siam Gypsum Industry (Safaburi) Co. Ltd. & M/s SCT Co. Ltd. 

Thailand. 

M/s Shapoorji Pallonji & Co. Ltd. Mumbai. 

M/s Vikash Trading Company, Bangalore. 



the GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY [PartI— Sec.II 

4. The views expressed by various interested parties have been discussed in 
the disclosure statement. The views which have not been discussed earlier in 
the disclosure statement and those now raised in response to the disclosure 
statement are discussed in the relevant paragraphs herein below to the extent 
these are relevant as per rules and have a bearing upon the case. The 
arguments raised by the interested parties have been examined, considered and 
wherever appropriate, dealt in the relevant paragraphs herein below. 

5. Arguments raised by interested parties on issues other than 
dumping and injury: 

(i) Confidentiality of information: 

It has been argued by the exporter M/s Siam Gypsum Industry (Saraburi) 

Co Ltd (SGiSB) and importer M/s Vikash Trading Company that the domestic 
industry has resorted to excessive confidentiality. Further, entire information in 
the petition is either not disclosed or indexed regardless of whether or not the 
information is publicly available. The Authority has examined these arguments. 
The domestic industry had provided non-confidential version of application 
which, inter alia, contain information regarding imports from subject countries 
other countries, interest rates in Indonesia and Thailand, ocean freight rates! 
IBIS import data, DGCI&S import data, annual reports of India Gypsum Ltd. 
(IGL). The application contained indexed information about installed capacity, 
production, captive consumption, sales, opening and closing stock, cost of sales, 
profits/loss, capital employed, employment and demand. Actual capacity 
utilization percentage and share in market share (%) was also given in the 
application. The Authority also noted that the exporter/importer was made 
available the annual reports of IGL, based on which the exporter/importer made 
detailed arguments on various injury parameters. The Authority found that the 
domestic industry had provided sufficient information relating to injury through 
their annual reports and the non-confidential application. The arguments of 
exporter, SGISB and of Vikas Trading Co. regarding non-supply of adequate 
non-confidential information of domestic industry were not found sustainable. 


The domestic industry also made arguments that response furnished by 
exporters PT Petrojaya Boral Plaster Board (PJBP) and SCT/SGISB, Thailand 
were grossly deficient and did not provide sufficient non-confidential information. 
The Authority had written to both the exporters to show good cause for claiming 
confidentiality of information. While M/s SCT/M/s SGISB replied stating that the 
information has been claimed confidential which is confidential in nature and its 
disclosures would have significant adverse impact on Siam Gypsum and its 
customers. As regards indexed and summarized information, they sought further 
guidelines from the authorities. The NCV of SGISB contained information in the 
Section relating to the information about the company, its shareholders, location 
of factory offices etc., sales, channel of distribution, accounting systems and 
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-policies, production process etc. The information relating to cost of production, 
actual sales and adjustments had been claimed confidentisil and the Authority is 
of the view that this information may be treated as confidential. They had also 
provided the annual reports of the company. The Authority is of the view that the 
exporter had provided non-confidential information to other interested parties to 
offer their comments. 

As regards PJPB, their response was deficient and the company did not respond 
to the letter sent by the authority. The NCV of the company contained 
information in the section relating to the information about the company, its 
shareholders, location of factory offices etc., sates, channel of distribution, 
accounting systems and policies, production process etc. The information 
relating to cost of production, actual sales and adjustments had been claimed 
confidential, which the Authority considers as confidential. The Authority is of the 
view that the exporter provided hon-confidential information to other interested 
parties to offer their comments. However, the company did not make full co¬ 
operation to Authority by giving adequate response to the communication sent to 
them. . 

In response to the Disclosures, it has been argued by the domestic industry that 
the Authority may consider the exporters who have not supplied the complete 
details, as non-cooperative.. The Authority considers that the information 
furnished by the exporters to the extent it can be used in the investigation without 
undue difficulty can be used by the Authority in accordance with para 3 of Annex 
II of the Anti Dumping Agreement. The Authority has therefore, used the 
information submitted by the exporters to the extent it can be used in the 
Investigation. 

(ii) Back to back investigation 

SGiSB and Vikas Trading Co. argued that present investigation were back 
to back when previous investigation on the same product was terminated by the 
authority on 2,9.2003. The domestic industry has opposed these arguments 
stating that the earlier investigations were terminated as the domestic industry 
has withdrawn the application on their own Initiative. The Authority examined 
the arguments and found that these were not relevant to the present 
investigation. 


(Hi) Violation of Article 5.2, 5.3, 6.1.3 and 6.5: 

SGISB and Vikas Trading Co. argued that present investigations are in 
violation of Article 5.2, 5.3, 6.1.3 and 6,5. However, they did not elaborate how 
thq investigation violated the above articles of the agreement. The Authority 
noted that these interested-parties had merely made statements regardihg the 
alleged violation of these articles. However, the Authority had examined the 
adequacy and accuracy of the information before initiation of an investigation. All 



48 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. 11 


the known exporters and the Governments of subject countries had been 
provided with the full text of the written application in accordance with Article 
6.1.3. The arguments as regards confidentiality of information has been dealt 
with separately. The Authority, therefore, did not find any merit in the 
arguments advanced by these interested parties. ' 

(Iv) Contradictory claims on normal value: 

SGISB and Vikas Trading Co have also argued that the applicant made 
contradictory claims on normal value in the application. Opposing this 
argument, the domestic industry has claimed that all the mandatory requirements 
as per Rule 5 have been complied with. Further, they have provided information 
on normal value in Thailand as regards the domestic price of one of the 
manufacturers. However, for the reasons of maintaining consistency, they had 
given estimates of constructed normal value for both the countries. The 
Authority has examined these arguments and has found that IGL, the petitioner 
had given constructed normal value estimate for both the countries and there 
was no contradictory claim made by them in the application as regards normal 
value. 

C. Product under Consideration. Like Article and Domestic Industry : 

6. Product under Consideration : 

The product under consideration is Gypsum Plaster Board of all 
types and sizes. Gypsum Plaster Board is generally manufactured and supplied 
in different dimensions and sizes having thickness 6-16 mm, width 600-1250 mm 
and length 1800-3200 mm. Gypsum Plaster Board is mainly used as partitions 
and false ceilings for interiors of buildings. Besides providing decor it is a 
fireproof product. The product is classified under sub-heading 6809.11 of 
Customs Tariff Act. However, the product has also been imported under 
customs sub headings 6809 1900, 6809 9000 and 6811 9000 of the Customs 
Tariff Act. These Classifications are, however, indicative only and are in no way 
binding on the scope of the present investigation. There are no arguments as 
regards the product under consideration. The Authority holds that the scope of 
the product under consideration is Gypsum Plaster Board of all types and sizes 
as described in the initiation notification. 

7. Like Article : 

The petitioner has claimed that there is no difference between the product 
manufactured by them and the imported product. There are no arguments to 
oppose the claim. The authority found that Gypsum Plaster Board produced 
and sold by domestic producer M/s India Gypsum Ltd. (IGL) is sold in the same 
market to the contractors/ distributors who are also importing the subject goods 
from subject countries. The product specification of the imported product and the 
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domestically produced Gypsum Boards are the same. The Authority found the 
domestically produced Gypsum Boards as commercial substitute of the imported 
product. These were comparable in terms of characteristics such as physical and 
chemical characteristics, functions and uses, distribution and marketing and tariff 
classification. The Authority, therefore, holds the product manufactured by the 
domestic industry as like article to the subject goods being imported from subject 
countries. 

8. Domestic Industry : 

M/s India Gypsum Ltd. Mumbai having plants at Jind (Haryana) and Tiruvallur 
(Tamil Nadu) is the sole domestic producer of the subject goods in India. They 
represent the hundred per cent domestic production of subject goods in India 
and therefore are to be treated as the domestic industry within the meaning of 
the Rules. They also had the requisite standing to file the application on behalf of 
the domestic industry. 

D. EXAMINATION OF CLAIMS REGARDING NORMAL VALUE, EXPORT 
PRICE AND DUMPING MARGIN. 

9. Copy of Initiation Notice was sent to the Embassies of subject countries, 
the exporters, importers and domestic industry. In response to the Disclosures, 
it has been argued by the domestic industry that both the exporters have 
supplied domestic sales information on a selected basis and they have failed to 
fulfill their obligation. They cannot be considered as partially co-operating with 
the investigation and the Authority may treat them as non-cooperative. The 
Authority considers that the information furnished by the exporters to the extent it 
can be used in the investigation without undue difficulty can be used by the 
Authority in accordance with para 3 of Annex II of the Anti Dumping Agreement. 
The Authority has therefore, used the information submitted by the exporters to 
the extent it can be used in the investigation. 

10. Normal value for lndonesla>M/s PT Petrojaya Boral Plasterboard: 

In response to the initiation notification M/s M/s PT. Petrojaya Boral Plasterboard, 
Indonesia furnished questionnaire response. They furnished information about 
domestic sales, exports to India, cost of production etc. However, the response 
was grossly deficient, which was informed to the exporter. The exporter 
however, did not respond to the letter sent by the Authority. The Authority notes 
that the exporter has partially cooperated in the investigation. The exporter gave 
information about the domestic sales to some select customers. It did not give 
information about all the transaction-wise home market sales. It also did not give 
response to authority’s letter wherein other information was also called for. In the 
circumstances, the Authority could not come to conclusion as to how many sales 
in the home market were in the ordinary course of trade in terms of price. The 
exporter gave information about cost of production and profits in the different 
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appendices of the questionnaire. The Authority has considered it appropriate to 
use the information submitted by the exporter for normal value determination to 
the extent it can reasonably be relied upon. The authority has considered the 
cost of production, selling, general, administrative expenses and profitability for 
determining constructed normal value for the exporter. The normal value has 
been determined as US$***/sq mtr. 


11. Export Price for M/s PT Petrojaya Boral Plasterboard Indonesia: 

During the POI, the company made exports of Gypsum Plaster Board of *** sq 
mtr to India. The company had given sales price structure for export sales in 
Appendix 3A showing adjustments on account of ocean freight, cost of payment 
terms, trucking, THC and other shipping charges. After making these 
adjustments, the net export price at ex-factory level has been determined as 
US$ *** per sq mtr. 

12. Other Exporter from Indonesia: 

There was no response from other exporter from Indonesia. The authority has 
considered the information of M/s PT Petrojaya and after making adjustments 
has adopted the normal value for other exporters from Indonesia. The normal 
value has been determined as US$ *** sq. meter. The export price data furnished 
by PT Petrojaya has been considered for determining export price for other 
exporters and the export price has been determined as US$ *** per sq. meter. 

13. Normal Value for M/s The Slam Gypsum Industry (Saraburi) Co. Ltd. 
(SGISB) and M/s SCT Co. Ltd. (SCT), Thailand: 

In response to the initiation notification. M/s The Siam Gypsum Industry 
(Saraburi) Co. Ltd. (SGISB) and M/s SCT Co. Ltd. (SCT), Thailand furnished 
response. SGISB is the producer of the subject goods. Domestic sales are made 
by another group company M/s Cemethai Sales & Marketing Co. Ltd. (CSM) and 
export sales are made by SCT. The Authority had sent detailed letter to the 
SGISB seeking more information and clarifications. The company provided some 
information but not fully. In the circumstances, the authority has considered that 
exporter has partially cooperated in the investigation. The company had domestic 
sales of *** Sq Mtr whereas they gave information about home market sales to 
some select customers. It did not give information about all the transaction-wise 
home market sales. In the circumstances, the Authority could not come to 
conclusion as to how many sales in the home market were in the ordinary course 
of trade in terms of price. The exporter gave information about cost of production 
and profits in the different appendices of the questionnaire. The Authority has 
Dji'iSidered it appropriate to use the information submitted by the producer for 
normal value determination to the extent it can reasonably be relied upon. The 
authority has considered the cost of production, selling, general, administrative 
expenses and profitability for determining constructed normal value for the 
exporter. In response to the Disclosure, the consultant on behalf of M/s Siam 
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Gypsum Industries (SGISB) contended that detailed disclosure has not been 
made to M/s Siam Gypsum or M/s Lafarge. The Authority had given the detailed 
methodology of determination of normal value in the Disclosure Statement. The 
actual numbers of normal value had also been conveyed to the exporter through 
the confidential disclosure sent to them. The normal value'has been determined 
as US$***/sq mtr at ex-factory level. 

14. Export Price for M/s SCT, Thailand: 

M/s SCT gave information about their exports to India During the POI, the 
company made exports of Gypsurri Plaster Board of *** sq mtr to India. The 
company had given sales price structure for export sales in Appendix 3A 
showing adjustments on account of Inland freight, terminafehandling charges, 
customs clearance and other port charges. After making these adjustments, the 
net export price at ex-factory level has been determined as US$ *** per sq mtr. 

15. Other exporters from Thailand: 

There was no response from other exporters from Thailand. The authority has 
considered the information of the exporter. M/s SGI$B and M/s SCT and after 
making adjustments has adopted the normal value for other exporters from 
Thailand. The normal value has been determined as US$ *** sq. meter. The 
export price data furnished by M/s SCT has been considered for determining 
export price for other exporters. The export price has been determined as US$ 
*** per sq.'meter. 

16. Dumping Margin : 

The Authority followed the consistent practice of adopting the principles 
governing the determination of Normal Value, Export Price and Margin of 
Dumping as laid down in Annexure I to the anti-dumping rules. Dumping margins 
have been determined on the basis of a fair comparison of Export Price with the 
Normal Value in pursuance of the principle laid down in Para 6 of Annexure-1 to 
the Rules. The comparison is at the same level of trade, i.e. Ex-factory level. 
Normal Value at ex-factory level has been compared with the export price at ex¬ 
factory level of relevant comparable type of Gypsum Plaster Board. Based on 
the Normal Value and export price as determined above,' the Authority has 
determined the following dumping margins (%): _ 


$ per sq. mtr. 

Indonesia-PT 
Petrojaya Boral 

Indonesia-Other 
. Exporters 

Thailand- SCT 
Co. Ltd. 

Thailand- 

other 

Exporters 

Normal Value 

itit* 

WWW 

WWW 

WWW 

Export Price 

*** 

WWW 

WWW 

WWW 

Dumping Margin 

WWW* 

WWW 

WWW 

WWW 

Dumping Margin % 

45.01 

61.87 

34.04 

106.56 
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E. INJURY TO THE DOMESl iC INDUSTRY 

17. Rule 11 of Anti Dumping Rules reads as follows: 

“Determination of Injury: 

(1) In the case of imports from specified countries, the designated authority 
shall record a further finding that import of such article into India causes or 
threatens material injury to any established industry or materially retards the 
establishment of any industry in India; 

(2) The designated authority shall determine the injury to domestic industry, 
threat of injury to domestic industry, material retardation to establishment of 
domestic industry and a causal link between dumped imports and injury, taking 
into account all relevant facts, including the volume of dumped imports, their 
effect on price in the domestic market for like articles and the consequent effect 
of such imports on domestic producers of such articles and in accordance with 
the principles sot out jn Annexure II to these rules.” 

18. Issues raised by the domestic industry : 

The domestic industry has furnished information in the application regarding 
injury in respect all the parameters. The domestic industry made following 
claims regarding injury; 

(i) Imports: 

Imports from subject countries have increased more than three and half times of 
the imports during J^01-02. Further, imports from subject countries in 
comparison to the tct.^! demand have increased by more than two times of the 
level during 2001-02. Imports from subject countries have also increased in 
relation to the domestic production of subject goods. 

(ii) Effect of dumped imports on domestic prices: 

The landed price from subject countries have declined drastically from 
Rs.69459/- per 1000 sq. meter in the year April- March 2002 to Rs.55294/- per 
1000 sq. meter during the POI The price of the dumped imports are very low as 
against the price offered by the domestic industry during POI, forcing the, 
domestic industry to reduce its prices directly affecting their profits. 

(iii) Changes in market share held by the Indian producer: 

The share of the domestic industry has declined from 97.49% in 2001-02 to 
93.95% during POI. The loss of market share of domestic industry has directly 
been taken over by the dumpe J import from the subject countries. Besides the 
loss of market share, the domestic industry is getting severely affected due to the 
low price offered by the exporters from the subject countries. 
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(iv) Evidence of loss of contracts: 

The domestic industry claimed that due to the dumped imports, it hpd tost sales 
and provided evidence regsHxIing loss of contracts/projects. 

(v) Production, capacity utilization : 

The demand for the subject goods has been growing in the dountry. Capacity 
utilization increased from 46.68% during 2001 -02 to 62.16% durifig POl. The 
industry made conscious attempts to keep the production and capacity utHiMtion 
at high levels to ensure that it does hot Suffer further injury on account erf 
increasing per unit cost. The increase in production was on account of irtcre^e 
in demand. ■ . • 

(vi) Sales volume and value: ^ 

The sales of the petitioner went up d^uring POl in con^^arison; t6 the year 2000- 
01. The increase in sales is on account of increase in demand. While the sales 
volume has gone up, the sales realization per unit has drastically come down 
during the POl. The domestic industry is not able to realize a fair price o|^ 
reasonable rate of return because of the pressure on prices from irhports fr^ 
subject countries as shovim by the fbliowing table (indexed): 


Year 

Sales Volume 
(SQM) 

Sale Value 
(Rs./Lakh) 

Unit Price 

(Rs./IOOO 

sqm) 

2000-01 

100 

100 

100 

2001,-62 

108 

104 

97 


109 

91 

X 84 « 

Jan’OSr 

Dec’03(POI) 

147 

mm 

89 


(vil) Profits: 

Dumping of subject goods from Indonesia and Thailand had a significant aifact 
on the net sales realization by the domestic industry. The net sales realization 
declined during POl in comparison to the year 2000-01 arid 2d01'02. the 
domestic industry had to cbir^te with the aggressive low price imports from 
subject countries. The profit declined from Rs.*** per 1000 sq. i^ 
per 1000 sq. meter during the POl. The domestic industry remain^ profitable 
due to significant cost cutting exercise. The domestic industry will soon slip info 
red if it is forced to match the low and dumped prices of irriports: Despite best, 
efforts, the industry is not able to realize the desired prtrfrtS due to the dumped 
imports. ^ 

(viii) Productivity: ' , 

The produetivity per emptoyee has improved. This indicates that decline In 
productivity is not a cause of injury to the domestic Industry.' 
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(ix) Employment; 

There has been a serious impact on employment position as the number of 
employees reduced during the POI as compared to the year 2001-02. All 
bonuses other than the statutory bonus have been reduced substantially in the 
POI. Due to the pressure on prices, the Company had to reduce its work force 
and also re-organize by transferring some of the workers at Jind Plant to 
Chennai Plant. This resulted in a strike at the Jind Plant during March 2002 to 
August 2002. Thus dumping from subject countries has resulted not only in 
decline in market share of domestic industry, lower net sales realization, 
decreased profitability and employment but has also affected the efficient and 
smooth working of the company. 

(x) Price Undercutting: 

The landed value of dumped imports has been significantly below the selling 
price of the domestic industry causing price undercutting. 

(xi) Price Underselling: 

The landed value of the dumped imports from subject countries has been much 
lower than the price the domestic industry ought to have realized on the sales of 
subject goods. Despite best efforts to cut cost and streamline the operation, the 
industry is not in a position to realize a reasonable price for their product. 

(xii) Return on investment (capital employed): 

The ROCE before interest is very low, which cannot be considered as adequate 
for this industry. The domestic industry had earned profits in the past and the 
ROCE was to the extent of ***% in 1997-98 and ***% in 1998-99 which is normal 
for the industry. The domestic industry has been able to remain profitable 
primarily on account of significant cost cutting and there is no scope to further 
reduce the cost. The loss or decline in profit is a clear indication of injury as the 
domestic industry is being forced to continuously reduce its price due to massive 
dumping. 

(xiii) Magnitude of margin of dumping: 

As per the estimates made by the domestic industry, the margin of dumping from 
subject countries is quite high. 

(xiv) Actual and potential negative effects on Cash Flow : 

The cash flow position of the company has improved which is only due to the 
huge cost cutting exercise. 

ixv) Growth: 

Due to rise in the market demand, the sales volume of the dornestic industry is 
showing growth. However, the industry will not be able to maintain the growth in 
sales volume in the face of the dumped imports. Increase in sales was possible 
due to reduction in domestic industry’s selling price. 
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(xvi) Threat of injury: - * 

In addition to the material injury being caused by the dumped imports, the threat 
of material injury to the domestic industry is also imminent. The domestic 
industry provided information, as per para (vii) of Anoexure II of Anti Dumping 
Rules as regards significant rate of increase in dumped imports- sufficient freely 
disposable capacities of the exporters, evidence of imposition of anti dumping 
duty on exports from Thailand and Indonesia by other countrie^s, imports coming 
at dumped prices to have depresslrig or suppressing effect on domestic prices. 

19. Arguments raised by M/s Siam Gypsum industries (Saraburi) Co. Ltd. 
(SGiSB)-Exporter and M/s Vikas Trading Co. •importer: \ 

it has been argued by above interested parties that India Gypsum has suffered 
no injury as a result of alleged dumping. On the contrary, their performance has 
Improved over the period under consideration in terms Of each of the parameters. 

• The capacity utilization was 62% during POl. India Gypsum produced and 
sold to the extent of available demand and could hot have produced and 
sold more because of insufficient demand in India. 

Imports have declined after showing an increase in 2002-03. Market 
share of domestic industry has ticreased during POl after declining in 
2002-03. 

India Gypsum is having plans to add new capacity. The company has 
been adding capacities far disproportionate to the demand of the 
product in the country. Given the present demand of the product in the 
country and the capacity installeclly the dompany, it is evident that the 
company would be able to utili26't)resent capacity folly only by 2009- 
10. At present the Company cannot expect optimum plant utilization. 
Therefore, any Irjjury on account of excess capacity cannot be 
attributed to dump^ imports. ^ 

• Production of IGL is showing impressive growt|i and future production . 
will also be higher. Therefore, thite can be no injury on account of 
actual or potential decline in production. 

• Sales volumes have shown significant irtcrease. It cannot be argued 
that the company was prevented from selling more. 

• Selling price of IGL has declined during 2001-02 to 2002-03 but 
increased thereafter. There was also slgrilfiGant decline in cost of 
production resulting in pfpfits. 

• Profits of IGL have increased more than the increase in production and 
sales volume. 
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Inventories with !GL have fallen both in volume and value terms. 


India Gypsum had admitted that productivity has improved and 
therefore, this cannot be a cause of injury. 

Though IGL claims thai: it has faced decline in return on investment, 
the fact is that the same has improved over the injury period. The 
company has shown higher capital employed during the POI. The 
capital employed should be correctly assessed to examine the return 
on capital employed 


The domestic industry was able to realize better prices and profitability 
in spite of alleged price undercutting. Therefore, existence of price 
undercutting, per se, may not be sufficient to hold that the domestic 
industry has suffered material injury. The comparison of price for price 
undercutting may be done at the level of consumer in view of 
involvement of transportation cost. 

Cash flow position of the company improved and no injury can be 
claimed on this account 

IGL had undertaken substantial reduction in employment. The 
company is able to produce higher volumes with low manpower which 
clearly implies that ttie company was overstaffed. 

Company’s profits would have been higher if the wages would not 
have increased so disproportionate to production. Such injury cannot 
be passed to the alieged dumping. 

India Gypsum has posted positive growth in respect of all parameters 
relating to its performance. The company cannot claim any 
deterioration in performance. 

As regards claim or threat of injury, the same cannot be sustained as 
the rate of increase in imports is not so high. As regards the freely 
disposable capacities with the exporters, there is no new capacity 
being developed by these foreign producers. There is nothing new or 
alarming happened which would have implied surge in imports. As 
regards anti dumping duty imposed by other countries on the exporters 
from subject countries some of these actions are old. It is an 
assumption of the domestic industry that with the imposition of anti 
dumping duty by other countries, foreign producers would look for 
Indian market. T here is no adverse impact of imports on the domestic 
prices. 



20. Arguments made by M/s M/s Shapoorjr PaHonifi ^ Go. Ltd. Mumbai 


• India Gypsum' is the only company manufacturing Gypsum Boards in India 
and has a market share of 95%. 

• The quantity being imported from other countries is very nominal 
compared to the.quantity being sold by the domestic industry. 

• The price at which Gypsum Board are sold in India by IGL are much less 
than the price at which imported boards are being sold in India The 
petition filed by IGL for imposii^ of Anti Dumping Duty is aimed at 
creating monopoly which can result in irrcrease in prices to the customer. 

21. Rejoinders made by the domestic inctot^ land other interested 
parties on the various arguments made by the interested parties after 
public hearing. 

The domestic industry claimed that it had supplied the correct figures for 
computation of capital employed and correct^ computed the return . on 
investment. They submitted detailed rejoinders on the arguments made by the 
exporters/importer. The exporter M/s Siam Gypsum and M/s Vikash Trading 
Company also filed rejoinder on the submissions made by the domestic industry. 
The Authority has considered these arguments while analyzing the essential 
facts for these disclosures statement .. 

22. Comments subsequent to Disclosures 

In response to the Disclosures, the domestic industry has argued that the legal 
position is clear that injury can be established if one of the two effects i.e. volume 
effect or the price effect is there. Further, as per Article 3.2 of the Agreement, 
no one or several of these factors can necessarily give decisive guidance. The 
domestic industry is suffering injury on account of extremely significant volume 
effect in terms of loss of market share of the domestic industry. The Increase in 
capacity utilization may be seen with respect to Increase in demand and the 
declining market share of the domestic industry. Likewise the increase in sales 
volume must also be seen in^the light of the fact of increase in demand and 
declining market share of the* domestic industry. The determination of non- 
injurious price by the Authority is incorrect. Even with the incorrect determination 
of NIP, the Authority has found significant price underselling. As regards factors 
affecting domestic price and price depression, the domestic industry has 
reiterated that the cost of the domestic industry has declined largely on account 
of interest cost. The domestic industry is forced to reduce its prices due to 
dumped imports. As regards profitability, the Authority may consider the analysis 
of profit before interest. The marginal increase in profits after interest cannot be 
seen in isolation. Even the present low level of profitability is not maintainable 
unless the anti dumping duty is imposed. As regards return on investment, it has 
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been claimed by the domesti industry that working capital is an important 
ingredient and cannot bo ignored. It has been claimed by the domestic industry 
that analysis of injury factors as explained by them will indicate that the domestic 
industry has suffered material injury. 

23. Cumulative assessment of injury: 

As per annexure-ll (iii), in cases where imports of a product from more than one 
country are being simultaneously subjected to Anti-dumping investigation, the 
Authority is required to cumulatively assess effect of such imports, only when it 
determines that (a) the margin of dumping established in relation to imports from 
each country is more than 2% expressed as percentage of export price and the 
volume of the imports from each country is 3% of the imports of like article — 
and (b) cumulative assessment of the effect of imports is appropriate in light of 
the conditions of competition between the imported article and the like domestic 
article. The Authority has found that the margin of dumping in respect of each of 
the subject country is more than 2% and the volume of imports from each 
country is also more than 3% 

With a view to assess the conditions of competition between imported products 
and the conditions of competition between the imported products and the like 
domestic product, the Authority’s views are that: 

(i) The subject goods have been imported from the subject countries 
under the same tariff classification; 

(ii) The Au^^'ority has found that the imported subject goods are 
commco ji substitutes of the domestically produced Gypsum Plaster 
Board. 

(iii) The information furnished by the importers gives a reasonable 
indication that the exports made from the subject countries compete in 
the same market as these are similar products. 

(iv) Therefore, the Authority finds it appropriate to cumulatively assess the 
effect of imports of the subject goods on the domestically produced like 
article in the light of conditions of competition between imported 
products and the conditions of competition between the imported 
products and the li:ke domestic product. 


24. Examination by the Authority : 

The authority has considered various arguments made by the interested parties 
as regards the injury claimed to have been suffered by the domestic industry. 
The Authority has also conducted verification of information furnished by the 
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domestic industry. The information regarding the various irijury parameters has 
been examined and analyzed by the Authority as under: 

25. Volume of Imports: 

\ • 

The Authority has taken note of information regarding imports of subject goods 
as reflected by the official statistics published by the DGCI&S, Information 
furnished in application based on secondary sources, the responses of the 
exporter and some importers. There is no dedicated classification few Gypsum 
Plaster Board. After examination of the information available from different 
sources, Authority considered it appropriate to make analysis of volume of 
imports on the basis of import data as per secondary source as under: 


Country/Import 
s Sq Mtr. 

2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

' jan-Dec 
2003 POI 

Indonesia 

107609 

97970 

245995 

204227 

Thailand 

32893 

22898 

412587 

231561 

Total imports 
from subject 
countries 

140502 

120868 

658582 

435788 

Other countries 

4686 

8953 

669 

6824 

Total imports 

145188 

129821 

659251 

442612 


The^ total imports of subject goods from subject countries increased ftprn 140502 
sq mtr in 2000-01 to 435788 sq. mtr. in POI. The increase, in imports from 
subject countries was 210 % during" the POI over the year 2000431. These 
imports represented about 98.45 % of total imports. Authority rioted that there 
was an increase in. imports of subject goods from subject countries in absolute 
terms. • 

26. Market share; ' 

The Authority finds that the market share of the domestic industry and the 
imports from the subject countries in the demand of subject goods has been as 
under: 


Quantity-sq. mtr. 

2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

POI 

Imports-total 

145188 

129821 

659251 

' 442612 

Sales of domestic industry 

4674000 

5033791 

5071958 

6868345 

Demand 

4819188 

5163612 

5731209 

7310957 

Imports from subject 
countries • 

140502 . 

120868 

658582 

435788 

Imports from other countries 

4686 

8953 

669 

6824 

Share in demand-irhports 
from subject countries (%) 

2.91 

2.34 

11.49 

5.9S 

Share in demand-domestic 

96.98 

97.49 

88.5 

93.95 






60 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1] 


industry (%) 





Share in demand- imports 
from other countries (%) 

0.10 

0.17 

0.01 

0.09 


The Authority finds that the share of imports of subject goods from subject 
countries has risen from 2.91 % during 2000-01 to 5.96% during POI. There is 
thus an increase in the dumped imports from subject countries in relation to the 
demand of the product in the country. The share of domestic industry in total 
demand has gone down from 96.98% in 2000-01 to 93.95 % during the POI. 

27. Production and Capacity Utilisation: 

The production and capacity utilization of the domestic industry has been as 
under: 



2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

POI 

Capacity (sq. meter) 
(indexed) 

100 

100 

100 

100 ' 

Production (sq. mtr) 
(indexed) 

100 

104 

111 

141 

Capacity Utilization 
% 

44 

45.58 

48.83 

62.16 


The Authority finds that there has been improvement in the capacity utilization of 
the domestic industry during the period of investigation in comparison to the 
earlier years. The capacity utilization increased to 62.16% during POI from 44% 
during 2000-01. 

28. Sales Volume: 

Sales volumes of domestic industry increased from *** sq. meter during 2000- 
01 to *** sq. meter during POI. The sales during injury period were as under: 



2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

POI 

Sales (sq. 

meter) 



*** 

*** 

Indexed 

100 

108 

109 

147 


29. Inventor/: 
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Indexed 



2000-2001 2001-2002 ^ 

2002-2003 

POi 

Sq. Meter 
(indexed) 

(100) «. 

_ (65) 

v. . ^ 

(95) 

(88) 

% of sales 

iHk*" ftk* 

*** 

apdr* . 


The inventory of finished stock of the domestiG industry as a peecentii^ of sales 
has declined during the POI in comparison to the year 2000-01. However, it had 
increased in the previous year. 

30. Price Undercutting 

The Authority finds that the price undercutting due to the dumped in^xwrts has 
beenasunder: a , 



Indonesia- 

Thailand 

Average NSR 



Landed<V(alue 

, ■ ^ ww* 

' irkit 

Price Undercutting 


★** - : . ' 

%age Price Undercutting 


kkk 

Price under-cutting range 

25-36% 

35-40% 


The Authority has taken note of the arguments of some interested parties about 
the price undercutting methodology and that the prices of the imported boards 
being sold are higher than the domestic.product. The Authority has used the 
consistent method of comparison of weighted average net sales realization of the 
domestic industry with the landed value of the dumped Imports. The yatoe of the 
sales realization considered is net of discounts, commission, and handlirig/ 
freight charges. I'he comparisort cf domestic price with the imported product is 
thus at the same level. The authority finds that the price under cutting as a result 
' of dumped imports has been significant. „ 

31. Price undersetikig 

The Authority finds the price underselling as a result of dumped import^ as 
under: 



Indonesia 

Thailand 

Non-lnjurious Price (NIP) 

' ' kkk 

' ' 

Landed Value - 

. kkft 


Price Underselling 

WWW 

kitk 

%age Price Underselling 

*** 

* 

*** 


19t8GI/05-9 
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Price under-selling range | 20 - 30% | 30 - 40% 


The authority finds that the extent of price underselling has been 
significant as the landed value of imports of subject goods of subject countries 
has been significantly lower than the non-injurious price of the domestic industry. 


32. Factors affecting domestic prices: 

The Authority notes that the level of price undercutting is significant as a resu't of 
dumped imports. Further, price under selling is also evident as the landed value 
of imports is significantly lower than the non-injurious price of the domestic 
industry. However, the sales realization of the domestic industry is higher tha; 
the non-injurious price determined for the domestic industry. The 
industry took steps to reduce its cost of production. Cost of produ : ion ;f 
domestic industry has been declining. The sales realization has also duciint d. 
There is no clear evidence of price depression as a result of dumped imports. As 
the cost of production of the domestic industry has been declining durinc the 
POI, there was no price suppression. The information regarding the dev6io,Dment 
of sales realization and cost of production of the domestic industry was fo'ind to 
be as under (indexed): 



2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 i ^Oi 

Cost of 
production 
per 1000 sq. 
meter 

***(100) 

***(94.57) 

***(92.84) 

.. ; 

D;-.- 

(U'^ ;■ 

1 

i 

I 

Selling price 
per 1000 sq. 
meter 

***(100) 

*** (96.53) 

***(84.28) 

. . 1 

! 

*** (88.78) ‘ 

I 

_1 


33. Magnitude of the margin of dumping : 


The Authority finds that the magnitude of the margin of dumping of subject goods 
from the subject countries has been in the range of 34 % to 45 % in respect of 
exporters who had responded, which is considered significant. 

34. Employment : 

The employment level of the company has been as under; 


-- Indexed 

2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

~POl ! 

***(100) 

*** (90) 

***(80.52) 

***(84.42) 1 






The authority finds tfiat the msiiber of emptov^seS effiptoyed* by the donestic 
• industry has l^uced. The reduction in the dumber of en^^^P^i^es can also be 
attributed to the cost cutting measures taken by the ocMtpi^: ; 

3S. Wa^es: 


The authority found that toe payment of wages to emptoyees was as under: 


- 

2000-2001 

2001.2002 

2OO2'^0O3 


Wages psud 
(Rs/lakh) 

*** (100) 

*** (86.43) 

***(82) 

***(113.42) 

Wages per 

: *aar- 

***' y 



employee 

(100) 

(94;38) 

(101.77) 

(141.64) 


Tl^ autoority notes tfttrt the increase in [i^yment ^af wages /'^aiy to the 
employees has shOMto toe norrhal trend. VVito toe reducHc^ of ru^irMi^ of. 
employees, the wages per employee have also shown an inorease. 

36/ ProBlabHi^ - ^ ^ 


Year 

Niei sales 
R^zation 
(Rs.KKW sq m- 

Cost of Production 
(ffe./0(K) sq. m 

ProfitA.oss per 
lCK)0sq:m 
Indexed 

2000-01 

■ 


*** 

Indexed 

100 

100 


2001-02 



■***■'■: 

Indexed 

• 96.53 

94.36 

162.75 

2002-U3 


aa* ’ 


Indexed 

84.28 

92 84. 

(-) 277.79 

Jan-Dec 

#** 


- , 

2003 (POI) 




Indexed 

88.78 

86.80 

149;^ 


The Authority finds that the profitability on per unit s^ c# sahjabt goods <rf 
domestic indust^ has shovwi improverhent in the POI in compari^n ip toe y^ 
2000-01. Though in the year 2002-03, the company suffered tcisedb dntod sale 
of subject goods The sales realization came down in comparison to ttto years 
2000-01 and 2001-02. However, the cost of production also declined 
significantly. 

37.. Ftotiirn on finvesSrnent: 
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2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

POI 

Capital 

employed 


*** 

★** 

kkk 

Profit before 
interest 


•k-k-k 


kkk 

ROCE(%) 

100 

^ 131.95 

(-) 153.56 

123.92 


It has been argued by the exporter and the importer that the company has shown 
higher capital employed during the POI and that is why ROCE is showing 
declining trend during POI. The Authority has taken note that the annual report of 
the company for year 2003-04 shows significantly higher cash and bank 
balances under Schedule 7 of the Balance Sheet. This can also be one of the 
reasons for a low return on the capital employed as claimed by the company. 
For this analysis, the Authority has excluded the fixed deposit from the working 
capital, as it is not related to the production of subject goods. It is found that the 
ROCE has improved during the POI. This ROCE is before interest. 

38. Actual and potential negative effect on cash flows 

The figure of cash profit in respect of subject goods has been found as under 
(Indexed): 


Rs./Lacs 


2000-2001 

^ 2001-2002 

2002-2003 

POI 

kkk 



kkk 

100 

r 126 

12 

98 


The Authority notes that the cash profit of the company had declined marqinallv 
during POI. 

39. Growth: 



2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

POI 

Growth in 
demand (%) 

_ 

7.15 

10.99 

41.59 

Growth in Sales 
Volume (%) 

- 

7.70 

0.76 

35.41 


40. Productivity: 

The productivity has been as under: 



2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

POI 

Production per 
employee 

**★ 

kkk 

★★★ 

kkk 

Indexed 

100 

^ 115 

137.73 

167.55 








The authority finds that there Is a signifiGent Improvement in productivity during 
the POI. This is largely attributed to the increased in production and reduction in 
number of employees during the POK 

41. Npn4njurioiHS 

The domestic industry had raised certaifi issues regarding the computation of 
NIP. They had been allowed an#<^;)^^ issues before the 

Authority’s office. It had been explained to them that the determination of NIP by 
the Authority had taken Into ac(X)untj mter-aHd, thelfoHowirtg: 

(a) Exclusion of fixed deposits while arriving at the workirtg cabital 
has teen done as these dirl dot appear to be related to the 
product concerned end production activity. The company had 

, also not claimed the interest income from these cteposits as 
, related to the subject goods. 

(b) Normative capacity determination is based on the consistent 
practice of DGAD. 

(c) Stock write-off has not teen allowed during the peripd of 

< investigation as this was an abnormal feature during the period 

of Investigation and pertained to earlier period. 

42. Conclusions on Injury: 

The Authority notes that volume of dumped imports have increased during POI in 
absolute terms as well as in relation to the demand of the product in India. The 
share of the dumped imports has gone up from 2.91 % to 5,96%. the share of 
domestic industry in total demand has come down from 96.96 % to 93.95%. 
Factors such as production, capacity utilization, sales, have shown improvement 
and do not signify injury. However,as the demand for the* product is increasing, 
the domestic industry had shown improvements on these factoie. The inventory 
of finished goods has also decl ined and does not show injury., 

The magnitude of the margin of dumping has been found to be in the range of. 
34% to 45% based on the data of exporters who have partially cooperated. The 
dumping rhargin is significant. The price undercutting is also evident as a result 
of dumped imports. However, the net sales realization of the domestic industry 
is above the Non-lnjurious Price of the like domestic product. ThOug^i the 
domestic industry may have been required to’lower selling priceSi yet have 
been able to realize selling price above the Non-lnjurious Price. Factors such as 
wages and employment do not give any decisive guidance. The profitability of 
I the industry in per unit sale of the subject goods has shown Improvement. This is 
largely due to the cost reduction by the company on account of lower finance 
cost. The return on capital employed has shown improvement. -The cash profit 
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has marginally declined during the POI in comparison to the year 2000-01. 
Productivity of the company has shown significant improvement. 

On an overall assessment ihe Authority found that the domestic industry showed 
improved performance on factors such as production, capacity utilization, sales 
and inventory of finished goods. The productivity of the industry has also 
improved. The return on capital employed also improved despite the decline in 
the net sales realization. The industry was able to achieve net sales realization 
above the non-injurious price determined for the period of investigation. Though 
the margin of dumping from subject countries and price undercutting was found 
to be significant, yet the overall performance of the industry showed 
improvement. There was a small decline in the market share of the domestic 
industry, however, this did not manifest in the overall decline in their performance 
on various parameters The duniped imports did not cause an effect on the 
domestic industry, which can be termed as a material injury. The authority thus 
concludes that the domestic industry did not suffer material injury. 

43. Threat of Material Injury; 

As per para (vii) of the Rules, a determination of a threat of material 
injury shall be based on facts and not merely on allegation, conjecture or 
remote possibility. The change in circumstances which would create a 
situation in which the dumping Vvould cause injury must be clearly foreseen 
and imminent. In making a determination regarding the existence of a threat 
of material injury, the designated authority shall consider, inter alia, such 
factors as: 

(a) a significant rate of increase of dumped imports into India 
indicating the likelihood of substantially increased importation; 

(b) sufficient freely disposable, or an imminent, substantial 
increase in, capacity of the exporter indicating the likelihood of 
substantially increased dumped exports to Indian markets, 
taking into account the availability of other export markets to 
absorb any additional exports; 

(c) whether imports are entering at prices that will have a 
significant depressing or suppressing effect on domestic prices, 
and would likely increase demand for further imports; and 

(d) inventories of the articie being investigated.” 

44. An analysis of the above factors for the purpose of examining the 
existence of threat of materia! injury is as under; 

a. Significant Rate of Increase in Dumped Imports: The imports from the 
subject countries have shown a significant increase during the period of 
investigation as compared to the preceding period. The imports have gone 
up from 140502 Sq mtr in April 2000-March 2001 to 435788 Sq mtr during 
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the PQI. The increase in imports during the period of m 
than 210% of the imports of the year A|xii 2000-Ma^ ;^lV V 

b. , Sufficient Freely CNsposabie CapaciiHes of ^ Exporters: As per the 
information made available ckiring the investigatiort it has bean cte^aed by 
the domestic industry that ^ capaciti^ in Thailand, a^^ 
about 114 Million Sq mtr and 4? Million $q mtr. respeoyively. As againstttiis, 
the demapd or a(:^su‘ent coi^umption-in these tyyo coixxries is only ^ the 
extent of 43 Million ^ mb,;abd 18 Million Sq mtr. as seen from the following 
table: 



, Capacity 

Domestic Sale 

- StBplL» 


(In Million 

(In Million 

Capacity 


SQM) 

SQM) , 

(In Million SQM) 

Thailand 




A) Thai Gypsum 

34 

20 


B) Lafarge 

80 

23 

57 . 

Total Thailand 

114 

43 

71 

Indonesia ^ 

47 

18 


Grand Total 

iii 

■ 81 

^100 * 


Whereas M/s Thai Gypsum Products is a related company, the QS^city of 
the ether producer M/s Siam Gypsum of Lafarge group is less thian^ 
has been indicated in the above claim,* though the concerned exporter 'las 
not contested the.above figure in their rejoinders. However from the 
response of the Thai exporter M/s Siam Gypsum Ltd. it is evident that less 
than 50% is spid in the domestic market arid rest is exported to <^her 
countries and India. It has also been brought to the notice of the Authority 
that anti duifiping duty has been imposed on exports of the subject goods 
from Thailand by other countries viz. Malaysia and South Africa. ' 

c. Effect of Dumped Prices; The imports from su^cA countries during the 
investigation period were found to be at dumped prices. However, there 
was no clear indication as regards the effectyOf d^esslon of the domestic 
prices of subject goods. 

d. As regards the inventory of subject goods with ^e fpreigii^ p^ 
exporters, no clear information had been furnished to the Authority to take a 

view. ■ ’ 

In response to the Disclosures, it has been argued by the domestic industry that 
there is positive information With regard to the threat of injury to the domestic 
industry. Further, it has been argued that it is a settled law that it is not 
necessary for a positive determination of threat of injury that each and every 
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factory should show positive injury more so when there is a clear indication of 
material injury as well. 

t 

The Authority has examined the arguments of the domestic industry regards 
threat of material injury. The Authority has not made an affirmative determination 
on material injury. The authority has taken note of the increase in the dumped 
imports from subject countries These have not resulted in material injury to the 
domestic industry. As provided under the Rules, a determination of threat of 
material injury is to be based on facts and not merely on allegation, conjecture or 
remote possibility. The authority is not convinced to conclude that threat is held 
out of the available capacities in subject countries that would be targeted to India 
alone. The authority does not find the claim of threat of material injury of 
domestic industry as sustainable. 

45. Causal Link 

The domestic industry has claimed that material injury has been caused by the 
dumped import and that tnere is a threat of material injury. They have advanced 
arguments in support of claim of causal link between dumped imports and the 
injury suffered by them. 1 he exporter M/s Siam and importer M/s Vikash Trading 
have argued that the domestic industry has failed to bring in 
parameters/evidence showing causal link as per article 3.5 of the Agreement. 

In view of Authority s negative determination on material injury and threat of 
material injury, the Authority does not consider it necessary to record its findings 
on causal link 

F. CONCLUSIONS 

46. The Authority has, after considering the foregoing, come to the conclusion 
that: 

(i) Gypsum Plaster Board has been exported to India from subject 
countries below the norma! value; 

(ii) How'ever, the domestic industry has not suffered material injury. 
Further there is no threat of material injury from the imports of 
subject goods from subject counrtries. 

47. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and 
Service Tax Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Customs Tariff Act. 


CHRISTY L. FERNANDEZ, Designated Authority 



